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SUMMARY 


1.  The  population  projections  presented  in  this  report  are  intended  to  serve  as 
a  basis  for  developing  city  policies  which  would  meet  the  future  needs  of  the 
people  of  San  Francisco.    The  projections  are  based  upon  the  past  trends  of 
the  city's  population,  particularly  those  occurring  between  1950  and  1960. 

2.  Given  a  continuation  of  past  trends,  the  population  of  San  Francisco  will 
continue  to  decline  through  1975  to  703,700  people  as  compared  with  740,316 
in  1960.    Subsequent  growth  will  result  in  a  population  of  approximately 
755,600  in  1990. 

3.  The  age  composition  of  the  population  is  expected  to  undergo  some  marked 
changes  between  1960  and  1990.    Increases  are  likely  to  occur  in  the  number 
of  persons  in  the  population  under  45  years  of  age,  from  447,977  in  1960  to 
561,100  in  1990  (61  and  74  percent  of  the  total,  respectively).  This 
includes  school-age  children  as  well  as  adults  in  the  prime  work  years  and 
the  years  of  family  formation.    The  number  of  elderly  in  the  population  is 
also  expected  to  increase  during  part  (1960  to  1975)  of  the  projection 
period;  however,  the  size  of  this  group  is  likely  to  decline  from  a  peak 

of  103,300  in  1975  to  a  low  of  about  90,500  in  1990. 

4.  The  white  population  of  San  Francisco  is  likely  to  continue  declining  through- 
out the  projection  period  so  that  it  could  be  approximately  393,400  in  1990. 
This  would  represent  a  decline  of  35  percent  from  its  1960  size. 

5.  The  nonwhite  population  of  the  city  is  expected  to  continue  growing  during 
the  period  so  that  it  will  be  approximately  362,200  in  1990.    This  would 
represent  an  increase  of  167  percent  over  its  1960  size.    The  nonwhite  popu- 
lation includes  American  Indians,  Chinese,  Filipinos,  Japanese,  Negroes,  and 
other  nonwhites . 

6.  The  city's  present  shortage  of  low-  and  moderate -income  housing  and  of  senior 
citizen  housing  is  likely  to  become  more  acute.    The  number  of  low-income  and 
of  senior  citizen  households  is  expected  to  increase,  the  former  because  of 
the  continued  migration  of  such  households  into  the  city  and  the  latter  as  a 
result  of  the  natural  aging  process.    The  number  of  moderate- income  households 
in  the  city  is  expected  to  decrease,  if  the  present  situation  persists,  since 
the  lack  of  adequate,  appropriate  housing  in  the  city  has  been  causing  these 
people  to  migrate  to  the  suburbs;  the  provision  of  additional  middle-income 
housing  is  essential  if  the  city  desires  to  curtail  this  exodus. 
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7.    The  labor  force  is  expected  to  have  a  plentiful  supply  of  young  people 

entering  it,  but  may  lack  a  sufficient  number  of  people  in  the  middle  years 
to  fill  upper-level  jobs.  The  number  of  unskilled  and  semi-skilled  persons 
living  in  the  city  may  well  increase  as  these  people  are  likely  to  continue 
migrating  into  the  city.  Although  many  of  these  people  will  continue  to  be 
able  to  work  elsewhere  in  the  Bay  Area,  San  Francisco  should  expand  its  job 
training  programs  in  order  to  establish  a  better  balance  between  its  labor 
needs  and  the  skills  of  its  residents. 

G.  San  Francisco  may  well  require  more  schools  if  it  is  to  cope  with  the  growth 
expected  in  the  size  of  the  population  under  20  years  of  age.  Moreover,  the 
school  system  will  need  to  expand  the  scope  of  its  programs  in  order  to  meet 
the  increasingly  varied  needs  of  the  changing  school-age  population. 


vi 


INTRODUCTION 

Purpose  of  this  Report 

The  future  of  San  Francisco  is  linked  to  the  needs  and  interests  of  its 
people.     Projections  of  the  size  and  composition  of  the  residential  community 
are  essential  to  the  planning  of  programs  and  facilities  which  serve  those 
needs.    This  is  evident  in  the  planning  of  housing,  transportation,  and  such 
community  facilities  as  schools.     Conversely,  the  size  of  the  population  will 
be  determined  in  part  by  the  availability  and  quality  of  existing  facilities, 
since  these  amenities  influence  a  person's  decision  to  live  in  or  near  San 
Francisco. 

This  report  contains  projections  of  the  population  of  San  Francisco  by  age, 
sex,  and  color  from  1960  to  1990.     Information  on  population  is  developed  and 
analyzed  as  part  of  the  normal  research  activities  of  the  Department  of  City 
Planning  and  is  part  of  the  ongoing  comprehensive  planning  process  of  the  city. 
As  new  information  about  trends  becomes  available,  these  projections  will  be 
modified.    The  figures  presented  here  are  not  predictions  as  to  the  future 
precise  size  of  San  Francisco's  population.    Rather,  they  are  an  indication  of 
likely  population  developments  based  on  certain  assumptions  as  to  the  future 
course  of  births,  deaths,  and  migration.    The  projections  in  this  study  suggest 
population  trends  on  the  basis  of  what  has  happened  in  the  past;  however,  changes 
can  be  effected  in  these  trends  through  public  policies  which  attempt  to  attract 
the  type  of  population  mix  desired.     In  order  to  do  this  wisely,  the  city  should 
know  what  has  been  happening  and  what  is  likely  to  happen  given  present  trends 
and  policies.     It  should  also  know  the  types  and  magnitude  of  change  that  are 
possible  as  a  result  of  policy  decisions. 
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The  function  of  this  report  is  to  consider  San  Francisco  population  trends 
as  they  relate  to  and  might  be  affected  by  city  policies.    It  is  intended  to  pro- 
vide a  basis  for  developing  intelligent  and  flexible  policies  and  programs  to 
meet  the  continually  changing  needs  of  the  people  of  San  Francisco.    It  is  also 
important  to  consider  the  city's  projected  population  changes  in  the  context  of 
the  San  Francisco-Oakland  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  (San  Francisco, 
Alameda,  Contra  Costa,  Marin,  and  San  Mateo  counties)  since  the  future  of  the 
city  has  become  increasingly  linked  to  development  trends  in  the  total  Bay  Area. 

Methodology 

A  standard  "component"  method  was  used  in  projecting  the  future  population 
of  San  Francisco.    This  component  method  involves  the  separate  projections  of 
mortality,  fertility,  and  net  migration  according  to  assumptions  as  to  their 
most  likely  development  and  the  application  of  these  projections  to  the  existing 
or  base  population  of  740,316  in  1960.    The  projections  of  the  components  of 
population  change  involve  the  use  of  projections  of  age-specific    life  table 
survival  rates  for  mortality,  fertility  rates,  age-specific  net  migration  rates, 
and  some  assumptions  as  to  the  total  number  and  age-sex-color  distribution  of 
military  personnel  stationed  in  San  Francisco.    A  further  discussion  of  the 
projection  of  these  components  is  contained  in  Appendix  B. 

This  was  done  separately  in  estimating  the  white  and  nonwhite  (includes 
Negroes,  Chinese,  Japanese,  Filipinos,  American  Indians,  and  other  nonwhites) 
populations,  and  the  total  projected  population  was  derived  as  the  sum  of  the 
two.    The  two  groups  were  projected  separately  because  they  have  experienced 
different  population  growth  trends  in  the  past  and  indications  are  that  they 
will  continue  to  do  so  in  the  future. 
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Although  it  is  recognized  that  certain  nondemographic  factors  may  affect 
a  substantial  change  in  population  size,  it  was  not  deemed  possible  to  consider 
such  unpredictable  variables  as  earthquakes,  major  wars,  and  depressions. 
Accordingly,  it  has  been  assumed  in  these  projections  that  no  widespread  catas- 
trophes will  occur.  As  has  been  stated,  these  projections  are  not  predictions. 
They  are  of  necessity  based  on  past  trends,  and  there  is  always  the  possibility 
that  the  future  will  not  conform  to  past  patterns. 

This  report  contains  six  population  series  in  which  the  fertility  and 
migration  rates  were  varied  in  order  to  span  the  possible  patterns  of  popula- 
tion change  which  might  occur  during  the  projection  period.    A  full  elaboration 
of  the  results  for  each  series  is  given  in  Appendix  A. 


TABLE  1 

ASSUMPTIONS  UNDERLYING  THE  SIX  POPULATION  SERIES 


Series 

Net  Migration 

Fertility 

Mortality 

I 

None 

Moderate 

Constant  at  1960 
level 

II 

None 

Low 

Constant  at  1960 
level 

III 

Constant  at 
1950-60  level 

Moderate 

Constant  at  1960 
level 

IV 

Constant  at 
1950-60  level 

Low 

Constant  at  1960 
level 

V 

Declining 

Moderate 

Constant  at  1960 
level 

VI 

Declining 

Low 

Constant  at  1960 
level 
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Of  the  six  projections  prepared  for  San  Francisco,  each  with  different 
assumptions  on  future  migration  and  fertility  rates,  the  one  which  appears  to 
be  the  most  reasonable  is  discussed  and  presented  in  the  body  of  this  report. 
This  projection  (VI)  assumes  that  the  birth  rate  will  decline  until  it  becomes 
equal  to  the  lowest  level  experienced  in  the  last  fifty  years  (excluding  the 
depression)  and  that  the  net  migration  rate  will  decline  until  it  reaches  zero 
after  fifty  years. 

Fertility  rates  in  the  United  States  have  been  declining  since  1957;  this 
seems  to  be  a  result  of  a  new  trend  toward  later  childbearing  and  a  tendency 
toward  longer  birth  intervals.    It  appears  that  movement  has  begun  toward  the 
pre-baby  boom  childbearing  patters,  which  would  be  compatible  with  the  fertility 
assumptions  used  in  this  projection.    The  high  migration  rates  for  San  Francisco 
during  the  1950' s  were  largely  the  result  of  the  movement  of  whites  to  the 
suburbs  and  of  nonwhites  into  the  city.    As  the  suburbs  become  more  crowded,  it 
seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  the  rate  of  migration  from  the  central  city  to 
the  suburbs  will  decline.    The  rate  of  nonwhite  migration  into  San  Francisco 
should  also  decline  since  that  rate  will  be  applied  to  an  increasingly  larger 
number  of  nonwhite  persons;  the  declining  rate  of  in-migration  used  in  series  VI 
accounts  for  increases  in  the  number  of  nonwhites  coming  into  the  city,  but  its 
smaller  numbers  appear  more  reasonable  than  the  rapid  increase  obtained  by 
holding  migration  rates  constant  at  the  1950-1960  level. 


SAN  FRANCISCO  AND  THE  BAY  AREA 

Growth  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area 

The  San  Francisco-Oakland  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  is  a  vast, 
interdependent  urban  area  made  up  of  many  political  entities.    This  urban  com- 
munity has  evolved  over  the  years  from  one  large  city,  San  Francisco,  with  a 
number  of  separate,  small  communities  and  suburbs  surrounding  it.    The  evolution 
of  this  urban  community  is  linked  to  the  changing  population  profile  of  the  area 
and  has  affected  the  functions  exercised  by  San  Francisco. 

In  1900,  San  Francisco  served  as  the  residential  and  employment  center  for 
the  metropolitan  area.    At  that  time  66  percent  of  the  area  population  resided 
in  San  Francisco.    The  city's  importance  as  a  residential  center  has  declined 
since  then,  and  by  1960  only  20  percent  of  the  population  of  the  metropolitan 
area  lived  in  San  Francisco.    The  city  has  also  declined,  relatively,  as  an 
employment  center  in  that  it  no  longer  provides  the  majority  of  area  jobs. 

TABLE  2 

PROPORTION  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  THE  STANDARD  METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL  AREA  LIVING  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO:     1900  to  1960 


P  o  p  u 

1  a  t  i  o  n 

Year 

SMSA 

San  Francisco 

Percentage  of  SMSA  Popu- 
lation in  San  Francisco 

1900 

518,821 

342,782 

66.1 

1910 

786,416 

416,912 

53.0 

1920 

968,865 

506,676 

52.3 

1930 

1,306,938 

634,394 

48.5 

1940 

1,412,686 

634,536 

44.9 

1950 

2,135,934 

775,357 

36.3 

1960 

2,648,762 

740,316 

27.9 

5 


FIGURE  1  -• 


5,000 


2,500 


CO 
3 

o 
■x 

H 


2 
O 


Oh 
O 
Ph 


GROWTH  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  THE  STANDARD  METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL  AREA  AND  ITS  COUNTIES:  1900  to  1990 


EXPECTED  FUTURE 


STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN 
STATISTICAL  AREA 


ALAMEDA 


CONTRA  COSTA 
SAN  MATEO 

SAN  FRANCISCO 


MARIN 


Source:  1)    Census  Volumes  for 

Enumerated  Populations, 
1900-1960. 


2)  Appendix  Table  A-6  for 
San  Francisco's  Projected 
Population. 

3)  Department  of  Finance  for 
Other  Projected  Populations 
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This  shift  in  population  from  the  central  city  to  the  suburbs  is  a  nation- 
wide phenomenon,  not  one  peculiar  to  San  Francisco.    It  is  related  to  such 
factors  as  the  desire  for  more  space,  the  desire  for  home  ownership,  and  the 
increased  accessibility  of  suburban  areas  through  improved  means  of  transpor- 
tation.   These  trends  are  in  no  way  abnormal  or  surprising  and  are  further 
accounted  for  by  San  Francisco's  built-up  character  and  the  very  small  land  area 
that  comprises  the  city;  by  far  the  smallest  of  any  of  the  major  political 
jurisdictions . 

San  Francisco,  with  almost  16,500  persons  per  square  mile,  remains  the  most 
densly  populated  of  all  the  metropolitan  area  counties  even  though  its  popula- 
tion has  been  declining  for  several  years.    In  fact,  its  gross  density  in  1960 
was  still  fifteen  times  greater  than  that  of  Alameda,  the  county  second  in 
density  with  approximately  1,200  persons  per  square  mile.     It  is  evident  that, 
at  present  rates  of  population  growth,  it  will  be  a  long  time,  if  ever,  before 
San  Francisco  and  the  other  counties  are  equal  in  population  density.  Perhaps 
more  than  any  other  single  statistic,  the  density  of  San  Francisco,  as  compared 
to  other  communities  in  the  area  portrays  its  urban  and  central  city  character 
and  qualities  as  well  as  its  dominance  in  the  region.    Indeed,  the  density  of 
Los  Angeles  is  only  5,451;  New  York  City  has  a  density  of  24,697. 
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TABLE  3 


LAND  AREA,  POPULATION,  AND  DENSITY  OF  THE  COUNTIES 


IN  THE 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

METROPOLITAN 

AREA:  1950 

and  1960 

County 

Land  Area 
in  Scj .  Miles 

Population 
1950  1960 

Density 
1950 

* 

1960 

San  Francisco 

45 

775,357 

740,316 

17,230 

16,451 

Alameda 

733 

740,315 

908,209 

1,010 

1,239 

Contra  Costa 

734 

298,934 

409,030 

407 

557 

Marin 

520 

85,619 

146,820 

165 

282 

San  Mateo 

454 

235,659 

444,387 

519 

979 

Population  per  square  mile 

It  is  likely,  then,  that  the  proportion  of  the  population  of  the  Standard 
Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  living  in  San  Francisco  will  continue  to  decline. 
Indications  are  that  the  population  of  the  metropolitan  area  will  be  growing 
for  some  time,  while  the  population  of  San  Francisco  is  not  expected  to  exceed 
its  1960  size  until  1990. 

The  1980  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  population  has  been  pro- 
jected at  from  4,000,400  1    to  4,312,5102  while  San  Francisco's  population  is 
likely  to  reach  approximately  710,000  by  1930.    This  would  mean  that  between 
17  and  18  percent  of  the  metropolitan  area  population  would  be  residing  in  San 
Francisco  in  1930.    Although  it  is  difficult  to  assess  the  import  which  Bay  Area 
Rapid  Transit  will  have  in  regard  to  the  distribution  of  population  throughout 


California  Department  of  Finance,  Preliminary  Projections  of  California  Areas 
and  Counties  to  1985,  April  1967,  p. 3 

Andrei  Rogers,  Projected  Population  Growth  in  California  Regions,  p.  31. 
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the  metropolitan  area  counties,  it  seems  clear  that  it  will  act  to  reinforce 
this  trend  of  decentralization  of  population  rather  than  to  change  it.    The  out 
lying    suburbs  appear  likely  to  gain  population  more  rapidly  than  will  San 
Francisco  as  commuting  becomes  easier  and  faster. 

Racial  Composition  of  the  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area 

The  majority  of  the  people  in  the  San  Francisco-Oakland  Standard  Metropoli 
tan  Statistical  Area  are  white,  but  the  proportion  of  nonwhites  is  increasing. 
The  nonwhite  population  is  not  evenly  distributed  throughout  its  residential 
areas,  but  is  concentrated  in  the  two  central  cities  of  San  Francisco  and 
Oakland,  which  together  contain  67  percent  of  the  nonwhite  population  but  only 
40  percent  of  the  total  population  of  the  metropolitan  area. 


TABLE  4 

POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,  OAKLAND,  AND  THE  STANDARD 
METROPOLITAN  STATISTICAL  AREA  BY  RACE:  1960 


Number 

P  e  r  c  e  n 

t 

Total         White  Negro 

Other 
Nonwhite 

Total 

White  Negro 

Other 
Nonwhite 

SMSA* 

2,783,355  2,437,252  237,428 

108,675 

100.0 

100.0  100.0 

100.0 

San  Francisco 

740,316      604,528  73,903 

61,915 

26.6 

24.8  31,1 

57.0 

Oakland 

367,548      270,684  83,104 

13,760 

13.2 

11.1  35.0 

12.7 

Rest  of  SMSA 

1,675,491  1,562,040  80,421 

33,000 

60.2 

64.1  33.9 

30.3 

Includes  Solano  County. 


The  rising  nonwhite  resident  population  of  the  two  cities  was  augmented  by 
substantial  in-migration  during  the  1950* s  concurrent  with  an  outward  migration 
of  whites.    These  trends  have  been  projected  as  continuing  for  San  Francisco  even 
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though  many  of  the  nonwhite  migrants  presently  work  outside  the  city  where  there 
is  often  a  greater  possibility  of  obtaining  the  unskilled  or  semi-skilled  jobs 
which  they  so  often  seek. 
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PROJECTED  DEMOGRAPHIC  CHANGES  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO,  1965  to  1990 

Population  Trends  for  San  Francisco 

The  population  of  San  Francisco,  740,316  in  1960,  has  been  declining  since 
1945  when  it  was  827,400.    There  is  every  indication  that,  given  past  trends,  it 
will  continue  to  decline  through  1975.    After  1975,  however,  it  will  probably 
begin  to  increase.    Even  though  it  is  expected  that  the  population  will  have 
been  growing    for  fifteen  years  by  1990,  it  will  not  be  at  a  fast  rate  and  will 
have  surpassed  its  1960  size  by  only  2  percent.    Actually,  the  expected  changes 
in  the  size  of  the  total  population  are  not  very  large;  the  1975  low  of  approxi- 
mately 703,700  is  not  too  far  from  the  projected  high  of  approximately  755,600 
in  1990.    Hox^ever,  it  is  expected  that  the  characteristics  of  the  population  will 
have  changed  considerably  during  this  period. 


TABLE  5 

POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO:     1960  to  1990 


Year 

Population 

1960 

740,316 

1965 

727,196 

1970 

711,274 

1975 

703,712 

1930 

710,050 

1935 

728,506 

1990 

755,572 

Source:    Appendix  Table  A-6. 


11 


FIGURE  2        PROJECTED  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  COLOR:  1960  to  1990 
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Age:    Major  changes  in  the  age  structure  of  the  population  can  be  expected 

to  occur  between  1960  and  1990.    In  1960,  persons  20  to  44  comprised  the  largest 

age  group  in  the  city  with  247,721  people.    The  next  largest  group  consisted  of 

persons  aged  45  to  64  (200,736),  followed  closely  by  persons  under  20  (199,256). 
Persons  aged  65  and  over  constituted  the  smallest  age  group  with  only  91,603 
people . 

TABLE  6 


POPULATION  OF 

SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  AGE: 

1960  to  1990 

Enumerated  Population 
19  6  0 

Projected  Population 
19  9  0 

Age 

Number 

Percent 

Number 

Percent 

Total 

740,316 

100.0 

755,572 

100.0 

Under  20 

199,256 

26.9 

254,199 

33.6 

20-44 

248,721 

33.6 

306,896 

40.6 

45-64 

200,736 

27.1 

103,981 

13.8 

65  and  over 

91,603 

12.4 

90,496 

12.0 

Source:    Appendix  Table  A-6 


By  1990,  some  of  this  regularity  in  the  age  structure  will  have  disappeared 
and  the  major  part  of  the  population  will  be  clustered  within  the  age  groups 
under  45.    By  that  year  it  is  expected  74.3  percent  of  this  population  will  be 
under  45  as  compared  to  60.5  percent  in  1960. 

Ages  20-44:    This  age  group  will  grow  both  as  a  result  of  the  postwar 
"baby  boom"  and  the  age  pattern  of  migration  into  and  out  of  San  Francisco. 
The  postwar  babies  had  just  begun  to  enter  this  age  group  in  1960,  but  by  1990 
they  will  all  be  within  it.    Although  this  factor  (i.e.,  the  aging  of  the  popu- 
lation) is  important,  migration  accounts  for  much  more  of  the  increase  in  this 
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FIGURE  3  —  POPULATION  PYRAMIDS  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO:  1960,  1975,  and  1990 
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group.  Migration  is  selective  as  to  age,  and  it  is  the  15-  to  24-year  olds 
who  may  be  expected  to  migrate  into  the  city  in  the  largest  numbers  if  past 
trends  continue.  Most  of  these  migrants  will  be  between  20  and  44  in  1990. 
However,  the  population  aged  20-44  will  probably  decline  from  1960  to  1970, 
and  its  subsequent  growth  will  not  be  sufficient  to  cause  it  to  surpass  its 
1960  size  until  1985.  It  is  expected  to  number  approximately  306,900  in  1990, 
which  is  an  increase  of  23  percent  over  its  1960  size. 

Ages  under  20:    The  large  increases  projected  for  the  population  under  20 
years  of  age  (from  199,256  in  1960  to  about  254,200  in  1990)  are  related  to  the 
increases  in  the  population  aged  20  to  44,  since  most  of  the  women  in  the  child- 
bearing  ages  (15  to  44)  fall  into  the  latter  group.    The  under  20  age  group  will 
gain  additional  people  through  the  disproportionate  number  of  15-  to  24-year 
olds  among  the  in-migrants  and  because  of  the  increase  in  the  proportion  of 
nonwhites  in  the  population  (nonwhites  in  San  Francisco,  as  in  the  rest  of  the 
nation,  have  higher  fertility  rates  than  do  whites).    Although  the  size  of  this 
age  group  will  decline  between  1965  and  1975  it  will  at  all  times  be  larger  than 
it  was  in  1960,  in  fact,  it  is  likely  to  have  increased  25  percent  over  its  1960 
size  by  1990. 

Ages  45-64:     Persons  aged  50-60  in  1990  represent  the  group  born  during 
the  low  birth  rate  years  of  the  1930's.    This  accounts  for  the  deficit  in  the 
45  to  64  age  group,  which  is  expected  to  decline  43  percent,  from  200,736  in 
1960  to  104,000  in  1990.    The  out-migration  of  whites  may  provide  additional 
losses  to  this  group,  which  will  decline  steadily  throughout  the  period. 

Ages  65  and  over:    The  size  of  the  population  of  San  Francisco  over  65  years 
of  age  would  be  expected  to  grow  during  the  projection  period  if  there  were  no 
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migration.     However,  so  many  persons  will  have  left  the  city  by  age  65,  if 
present  trends  continue,  that  some  decrease  (1  percent)  in  the  number  of  persons 
in  this  age  group  can  be  expected  by  1990.     This  decline  will  not  occur  until 
after  1980;  before  then  the  number  of  persons  in  the  population  over  65  years 
of  age  can  be  expected  to  increase. 

These  changes  in  the  age  structure  of  the  population  will,  among  other 
things,  affect  the  supply  of  labor  within  the  city.    There  will  be  a  decrease 
in  the  proportion  of  the  population  of  working  age  (15  to  64)  between  1960  and 
1990.    This  means  that  there  will  be  more  dependents  for  each  person  of  working 
age.    The  changes  in  the  dependency  rate  will  be  erratic,  but  the  rate  will  be 
consistently  higher  than  it  was  in  1960.     This  change  will  be  due  primarily  to 
increases  in  the  number  of  dependent  children  in  the  population. 

TABLE  7 

DEPENDENCY  RATES  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO'S 
PROJECTED  POPULATION:  1960  to  1990 


Population  under 


Population  under                  Population  over  15  and  over  65 

15  per  100  persons              65  per  100  persons  per  100  persons 

of  working  ages  of  working  ages  of  working  ages 


1960 

32 

■ '   m  — 

19 

—  c_  j   

51 

1965 

37 

21 

58 

1970 

38 

23 

61 

1975 

38 

24 

62 

1980 

36 

23 

59 

1905 

38 

21 

59 

1990 

42 

19 

61 
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Sex  Composition:     The  distribution  of  the  population  by  sex  is  also  an 
important  labor  force  factor,  since  a  larger  proportion  of  males  are  normally 
in  the  labor  force  than  of  females.    In  1960,  the  San  Francisco  population  had 
fewer  males  than  females  (363,133  males  versus  377,178  females);  the  ratio  can 
be  expected  to  have  declined  even  further  by  1990.    This  is  partially  a  function 
of  the  longer  expectation  of  life  of  women.    However,  the  migration  pattern  is 
also  an  important  factor,  since  the  white  females  have  lower  out-migration  rates 
and  the  nonwhite  females  have  higher  in-migration  rates  than  do  white  and  non- 
white  males,  respectively. 

By  1975,  the  number  of  males  in  the  population  is  expected  to  have  declined 
to  333,000  and  the  number  of  females  to  370,700.    Although  both  segments  are  sub- 
sequently expected  to  grow,  only  the  number  of  females  will  have  surpassed  its 
1960  size  by  1990  (about  390,200  females  are  expected  in  1990,  but  only  357,300 
males) .    This  increase  in  the  proportion  of  women  in  the  city  population  will 
occur  mainly  in  the  over  45  age  group. 

TABLE  8 

POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  SEX:  1960  to  1990 


Sex  Ratio 


Year 

Males 

Females 

(Males  per  100  Females) 

1960 

363,138 

377,178 

96.3 

1965 

351,053 

376,143 

93.3 

1970 

339,322 

371,952 

91.2 

1975 

332,967 

370,745 

39.8 

1980 

334,564 

375,486 

89.1 

1985 

343,373 

385,133 

89.2 

1990 

357,346 

398,226 

39.7 

Source : 

Appendix  Table  A-6 
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Projected  Trends  in  the  White  Population  of  San  Francisco 

The  white  population  of  San  Francisco  has  been  declining  since  1945,  just 
as  the  total  population  has.    The  former,  however,  is  expected  to  continue  to 
decline  throughout  the  projection  period.    This  population  decline  has  primarily 
been  the  result  of  the  migration  of  whites  from  the  city  to  the  suburbs.  Indi- 
cations are  that  migration  to  the  suburbs  will  continue  for  some  time.  Although 
migration  is  the  main  factor  expected  to  cause  the  population  decline  it  is  not 
the  only  factor;  the  declining  white  fertility  rate  which  has  been  projected  is 
sufficiently  low  so  that  the  population  would  decline  by  five  percent  between 
1960  and  1990  even  if  there  were  no  out-migration.    With  migration  the  white 
population  could  decrease  by  as  much  as  35  percent  (from  604,528  in  1960  to 
approximately  393,400  in  1990). 

TABLE  9 

PROJECTED  WHITE  POPULATION 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  SEX:     1960  to  1990 


Year 

Total 

Males 

Females 

1960 

604,528 

292,778 

311,750 

1965 

561,259 

267,369 

293,890 

1970 

514,750 

242,296 

272,454 

1975 

473,446 

221,263 

252,183 

1980 

440,327 

205,431 

234,896 

1985 

414,108 

193,941 

220,167 

1990 

393,414 

105,729 

207,685 

Source : 

Appendix  Table  A-6 
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The  age  structure  of  the  white  population  can  also  be  expected  to  change 
betv?een  1960  and  1990,  but  the  changes  will  not  be  as  large  as  those  in  the  age 
structure  of  the  total  population.    The  major  change  will  take  place  in  the  45- 
to  64-age  group  which,  if  present  trends  continue,  will  decline  from  175,724  in 
1960  to  approximately  59,400  in  1990  (from  29  percent  of  the  total  to  15  percent). 
This  group  will  be  declining  more  rapidly  than  the  others  because  of  the  deficit 
of  births  during  the  1930 's.    This  could  prove  to  be  a  very  significant  change. 
Aside  from  the  large  absolute  drop  in  numbers  (a  drop  of  two-thirds)  it  is  con- 
ceivable that  the  group  remaining  would  be  made  up  predominantly  of  the  affluent 
and  the  poor,  with  few  "middle  class"  whites  in  the  middle  and  older  years 
remaining.     Most  of  the  middle  class  may  have  "copped  out"  and  for  one  reason 
or  another  moved  to  the  suburbs. 

The  number  of  20-  to  44-year  olds  in  the  population  is  likely  to  decrease 
even  though  the  group  will  be  bolstered  by  the  "baby  boom"  babies,  all  of  whom 
will  be  within  this  group  by  1990,  and  by  the  15-  to  24-year  olds  who  are 
expected  to  continue  migrating  into  the  city  (these  presently  are  the  only  ages 
at  which  whites  are  in-raigrants) .    Accordingly,  this  group  will  form  a  pro- 
portionately larger  part  of  the  total    white  population  in  1990  than  it  did  in 
1960  (increasing  from  33  percent  of  the  total  in  1960  to  39  percent  in  1990) . 

The  white  population  under  20  years  of  age  will  probably  decline.    This  is 
related  to  the  decrease  in  the  number  of  women  in  the  childbearing  ages  and  to 
the  decreasing  fertility  rate  which  has  been  assumed  in  making  these  projections. 
This  decline  in  the  size  of  the  white  school-age  population  will  make  it 
increasingly  more  difficult  to  achieve  any  goals  of  integrated  education  and 
racial  balance  in  the  schools. 
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FIGURE  4  --  POPULATION  PYRAMIDS  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO  WHITES:  1960,  1975,  and  1990 
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The  size  of  the  v/hite  population  of  San  Francisco  over  65  years  of  age  can 
be  expected  to  grow  through  1970  and  then  to  decline.    This  decline  will  occur 
because  so  many  people  will  have  left  the  city  before  reaching  age  65,  assuming 
that  present  out-migration  trends  continue. 

These  changes  in  the  age  structure  of  the  white  population  will  place  a 
strain  on  the  labor  market  since  the  proportion  of  the  population  of  working 
age  will  decline  (the  dependency  rate  will  increase  from  48  in  1960  to  63  in 
1990) .    In  addition,  the  proportion  of  males  in  the  population  is  likely  to 
decline.    These  changes  can  have  several  possible  consequences:  more  women  may 
enter  the  labor  force,  the  city  may  have  to  depend  more  upon  commuters  to  fill 
jobs,  or  the  nonwhites  moving  into  the  city  may  find  a  greater  variety  of  jobs 
open  to  them. 

Projected  Trends  in  the  Nonwhite  Population  of  San  Francisco 

Although  the  total  city  population  has  been  declining  since  1945,  the  non- 
white  population  has  been  growing.    This  growth  is  expected  to  continue  through- 
out the  projection  period  as  a  result  of  the  continued  migration  of  nonwhites 
into  the  city. 

The  influx  of  nonwhites  into  San  Francisco  has  two  main  components  which 
are  acting  independently  of  each  other.     One  component  consists  of  Negroes  who 
are  migrating  from  other  parts  of  the  United  States.    The  other  component  con- 
sists of  Chinese  who  are  migrating  into  the  United  States  from  Asia  and  settling 
in  San  Francisco.    The  importance  of  the  latter  has  increased  in  recent  years 
since  the  adoption  of  the  new  national  immigration  law.     Even  though  information 
about  this  migration  stream  is  not  complete  at  present,  it  appears  as  though  it 
will  continue  for  some  time. 
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Although  migration  does  bring  many  nonwhites  into  the  city  each  year,  it 
does  not  account  for  all  of  the  growth  in  this  segment  of  the  population.  Even 
if  the  fertility  rates  of  nonv;hites  in  San  Francisco  decline,  as  it  has  been 
assumed  they  will,  they  will  still  be  sufficiently  high,  and  the  population 
sufficiently  young,  so  as  to  result  in  over  a  50  percent  increase  in  the  non- 
white  population  by  1990.    With  the  addition  of  the  new  migrants,  the  nonwhite 
population  may  increase  by  as  much  as  167  percent  by  1990.    This  will  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  proportion  of  nonwhites  in  the  population  from  18  to  43  per- 
cent and  in  the  number  of  nonwhites  from  135,738  to  approximately  362,200. 


TABLE  10 

PROJECTED  NONWHITE  POPULATION 
OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  SEX:     1960  to  1990 


Year 

Total 

Males 

Females 

1960 

135,733 

70,360 

65,423 

1965 

165,937 

83,634 

82,253 

1970 

196,524 

97,026 

99,493 

1975 

230,266 

111,704 

118,562 

1980 

269,723 

129,133 

140,590 

1935 

314,393 

149,432 

164,966 

1990 

362,153 

171,617 

190,541 

Source: 

Appendix  Table  A-6 

The 

major  changes  expected  to  occur 

in  the  city's 

nonwhite  population  are 

in  its  size  and  its  sex  composition;  it 

is  not  expected 

to  experience  major 

changes  in  its  age  composition.     The  number  of  persons  in  all  of  the  age  groups 
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FIGURE  5  --  POPULATION  PYRAMIDS  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO  NONWHITES :  1960,  1975,  and  1990 
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is  likely  to  grow  during  the  projection  period  since  it  has  been  assumed  that 
nonwhites  will  continue  to  migrate  into  the  city.     However,  this  growth  will 
be  modified  by  other  factors  in  the  case  of  two  of  the  age  groups. 

The  number  of  persons  aged  20  to  44  will  grow  somewhat  more  rapidly  than 
would  otherwise  be  expected  because  of  the  post-war  "baby  boom."    All  of  these 
post-war  babies  will  be  in  this  age  group  in  1990  so  it  would  grow  even  apart 
from  the  effects  of  migration. 

The  size  of  the  45-  to  G4-age  group  will  grow  more  slowly  than  would  be 
expected.     In  1990,  part  of  this  group  will  be  composed  of  persons  born  during 
the  low  birth  rate  years  of  the  1930' s,  as  a  result  there  will  be  a  deficit  of 
people  in  these  ages. 

These  changes  in  the  age  structure  of  the  population  will  be  reflected  by 
changes  in  the  dependency  rate.    The  total  nonwhite  dependency  rate  in  1960 
was  62,  and  it  is  likely  to  increase  to  72  in  1990. 

Further  increases  in  dependency  may  be  brought  about  by  the  large  change 
which  is  likely  to  occur  in  the  sex  composition  of  the  nonwhite  population. 
Although  in  1960  there  v/ere  more  nonwhite  males  than  females  (108  males  for 
every  100  females)  in  San  Francisco,  by  1990  it  is  likely  that  there  will  be 
more  females  than  males  (90  males  for  every  100  females) .     This  expected  change 
is  the  result  of  the  longer  expectation  of  life  enjoyed  by  women  and  of  the 
higher  in-migration  rates  of  women.     The  high  sex  ratio  exhibited  in  1960 
probably    is  a  reflection  of  the  higher  mobility  which  men  enjoyed  in  the  past 
since  it  was  mainly  at  the  older  ages  that  men  outnumbered  women. 
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SOME  CONCLUSIONS  AND  IMPLICATIONS 


The  most  probable  evolution  of  the  San  Francisco  population  over  the  thirty 
years  from  1960  to  1990  has  been  examined.    It  has  been  found  that  the  popula- 
tion is  likely  to  continue  to  decline  until  1975  primarily  as  a  result  of  the 
continued  migration  of  whites  from  the  city.    The  nonwhite  population,  which  is 
expected  to  increase  throughout  the  three  decade  period,  will  not  be  growing  in 
sufficient  numbers  to  make  up  the  difference.    After  1975,  however,  the  total 
population  may  be  expected  to  grow  again.    These  opposing  migration  patterns 
will  result  in  a  substantial  increase  in  the  proportion  of  nonwhites  in  the 
population.    This  pattern  of  change  in  the  city's  racial  makeup  will  be  paral- 
leled by  alterations  in  the  age  composition  of  the  total  population.  There 
will  be  a  substantial  increase  in  the  number  of  children  in  the  population, 
although  the  number  of  white  children  will  probably  decline.    There  will  also 
be  increases  in  the  population  aged  20  to  44,  which  includes  the  prime  work 
years  as  well  as  the  years  of  family  formation. 

Housing 

San  Francisco  is  presently  faced  with  a  serious  deficiency  of  low-  and 
moderate-income  housing.    In  1960,  for  example,  there  were  approximately  45,000 
households  living  in  substandard  housing,  many  of  whom  were  families  of  low 
income  with  children.     Housing  research  indicates  that  less  than  2,000  units 
have  been  constructed  since  1960  to  meet  the  need.     The  San  Francisco  Housing 
Authority  has  a  waiting  list  of  almost  3,000  for  public  housing  alone.    If  low- 
income  families  continue  to  migrate  into  the  city,  as  they  are  expected  to  do, 
every  indication  is  that  San  Francisco  will  continue  to  face  a  serious  shortage 
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of  appropriate  housing.    Moreover,  increased  production  of  moderate- income 
housing  will  be  necessary  if  the  city  wants  to  curtail  the  exodus  of  middle- 
income  families.    The  provision  of  more  moderate-priced  housing  might  also 
result  in  the  modification  of  the  projected  changes  in  racial  composition  and 
so  put  the  city  in  a  position  where  it  can  more  adequately  deal  with  the 
pressing  need  for  integration.    More  of  such  housing  would  also  help  to  meet 
the  needs  of  nonwhites  who  have  the  financial  resources    but  lack  the  opportunity 
to  occupy  adequate  housing.     This  is  particularly  important  since  nonwhites 
generally  do  not  have  equal    access  to  suburban  housing. 

Although  the  population  group  aged  20  to  44  will  not  surpass  its  1960.  size 
until  1985,  its  younger  segment  will  begin  to  grow  by  1970.    This  trend  will 
bring  a  large  number  of  single  people  into  the  city  and  could  correspondingly 
increase  the  demand  for  small  economic  apartments.     Other  studies  have  documented 
the  large  in-migration  of  single  people  as  well  as  the  recent  propensity  to 
build,  and  even  overbuild,  units  for  them.     One  potential  way  of  changing  the 
projections  in  these  reports  and  the  future  age  and  family  composition  of  the 
city  is  to  encourage  and  provide  housing  for  families  at  the  expense  of  those 
for  single  people. 

If  people  in  the  45-  to  64-age  group  continue  to  move  out  of  the  city  to 
the  suburbs  a  reduction  in  the  market  for  higher-priced  housing  may  occur.  This 
age  group  usually  embodies  most  of  the  demand  for  more  expensive  housing  since 
it  often  contains  the  households  with  larger  incomes.     This  is  not  to  say  that 
the  demand  for  high-income  housing  will  be  eliminated.     If  San  Francisco  becomes 
the  archetype  Gold  Coast  and  slum  community  --  as  it  could,  given  the  implica- 
cations  of  these  projections  --  the  market  for  high-income  housing  will  reflect 
the  new  population  composition  and  thus  will  be  an  important  part  of  the  total 
housing  market. 
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The  population  of  San  Francisco  over  65  years  of  age  is  likely  to  continue 
to  grow  until  1975.    This  represents  the  aging  of  persons  already  residing  in 
the  city;  it  does  not  suggest,  as  indicated  in  the  Community  Renewal  Program 
report,  that  persons  over  65  years  of  age  have  been  moving  into  the  city.  In 
fact,  a  decline  in  the  size  of  this  age  group  is  expected  to  occur  after  1975, 
although  it  will  be  so  gradual  that  the  group  will  remain  larger  than  its  1960 
size  until  1990.    On  the  basis  of  this  expectation  and  the  already  inadequate 
housing  available  to  most  elderly  city  residents,  it  is  evident  that  additional 
senior  citizen  housing  will  be  required. 

Housing  is  an  important  resource  in  achieving  and  preserving  a  viable  com- 
munity.   Given  the  desirability  of  maintaining  a  balanced  housing  stock,  a 
continuing  program  of  assessment  of  housing  needs  and  uses  is  necessary.  This 
assessment  should  consider  the  quality  of  the  housing  stock  as  well  as  its 
quantity  and  the  size  of  housing  units. 

Labor  Force 

The  influx  of  people  in  their  twenties  means  that  there  will  be  a  steadily 
increasing  number  of  persons  capable  of  and  seeking  to  enter  the  labor  force. 
There  will  also  be  an  increasing  proportion  of  women  in  the  labor  force  as  a 
concomitant  to  the  increasing  proportion  of  x^omen  in  the  population. 

The  loss  of  people  in  the  middle  years  could  produce  a  strain  on  the  labor 
market,  since  this  is  the  group  that  represents  the  more  highly  skilled  and 
experienced  persons.     However,  since  employment  opportunities  for  many  such 
skilled  persons  are  centered  in  the  urban  area,  it  may  be  assumed  that  the 
actual  result  will  be  to  increase  the  number  of  persons  commuting  to  jobs  in 
the  city  from  their  homes  in  the  suburbs.    While  commuting  should  bring  part  of 
the  population  aged  45  to  64  back  to  the  city  during  the  working  hours,  the 
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overall  population  decline  of  this  group  will  be  reinforced  by  the  nationwide 
deficit  of  births  during  the  1930' s. 

Many  of  the  new  nonwhite  migrants  establishing  residence  in  the  city  will 
be  seeking  unskilled  and  semi-skilled  jobs.    The  majority  of  such  Bay  Area  jobs 
are  not  in  San  Francisco,  but  these  people  will  choose  to  live  in  the  city 
where  better  housing  choices  are  offered  to  nonwhites,  and  where  there  is 
greater  accessibility  to  scattered  job  locations.    The  city  should  give  strong 
consideration  to  the  expansion  of  job  training  programs  to  establish  a  better 
balance  between  its  labor  needs  and  the  skills  offered  by  its  resident  popula- 
tion.    Since  the  city's  needs  are  primarily  for  white  collar  personnel,  it 
should  provide  training  for  its  residents  in  the  appropriate  skills.    At  the 
same  time,  the  suburbs  are  going  to  have  to  begin  to  face  their  responsibility 
for  providing  housing  for  the  nonwhites  who  work  there. 

Schools 

The  schools  are  probably  the  city  facility  which  will  first  feel  the  effect 
of  the  population  change.    As  has  been  stated,  the  population  under  20  years  of 
age  will  experience  constant  growth  between  1960  and  1990.     This  clearly  implies 
a  heightened  need  for  more  schools.     Since  the  nonwhite  school  population  will 
be  increasing  even  more  rapidly  than  the  total  nonwhite  population,  integration 
of  the  schools  will  be  a  more  pressing  need  than  it  will  be  in  other  community 
facilities.     Integration  may  also  become  more  difficult  to  achieve  since  the 
school-age  population  is  projected  as  being  only  45  percent  white  in  1990.  The 
actual  proportion  of  whites  in  the  public  schools  may  be  even  smaller  since  the 
generally  larger  financial  resources  of  the  white  population  gives  them  greater 
access  to  private  schools. 
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Part  of  the  growing  nonwhite  school -age  population  will  be  comprised  of 
Chinese  youths  who  are  recent  migrants  from  Hong  Kong  or  Formosa.    They  will 
require  special,  imaginative  school  programs  if  they  are  to  fully  benefit  from 
the  education  they  receive  here.     Of  particular  importance  will  be  training  in 
the  use  of  the  English  language. 
Transportation 

These  projections  indicate  that  the  city  can  expect  an  increasing  number 
of  persons  to  be  commuting  both  to  and  from  the  city  in  the  future.    The  influx 
of  nonwhites  is  likely  to  result  in  a  growing  number  of  reverse  commuting,  since 
many  of  these  people  may  work  in  the  suburbs  although  they  live  in  the  city.  If 
there  is  a  continued  out-migration  of  whites,  the  number  of  commuters  to  the  city 
will  also  increase  since  many  of  these  people  will  retain  their  city  jobs  after 
moving  to  the  suburbs.     This  implies  a  need  for  increased,  rapid,  low-cost 
transportation  and  transportation  facilities  of  every  type;  the  low  cost  is 
especially  important  for  the  reverse  commuters  since  many  of  them  will  probably 
continue  to  have  lower  paying  jobs  and  will  not  be  able  to  afford  the  expense 
of  commuting.     The  completion  of  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  should  alleviate  this 
problem,  but  its  full  effect  still  remains  to  be  seen. 

*         *  * 

The  changing  size  and  composition  of  San  Francisco's  population  has  impor- 
tant implications  for  all  aspects  of  city  planning  and  policy.     Not  only  does 
it  affect  physical  aspects  of  the  city  like  housing,  schools,  and  the  means  of 
transportation,  but  it  also  affects  such  social  aspects  as  integration  and  job 
training.     In  none  of  these  can  San  Francisco  be  considered  in  isolation;  it 
must  be  considered  as  a  part  of  the  metropolitan  region  in  which  it  is  located, 
and  of  which  it  is  an  interdependent  part. 


These  projections  are  based  upon  recent  population  trends  for  San  Francisco 
which  are  expected  to  continue  into  the  future,  all  other  things  being  equal. 
The  city  need  not,  however,  accept  with  complacency  or  resignation  a  population 
pattern  \*hich  it  does  not  consider  to  be  favorable  to  the  development  of  the 
community.     By  thoughtful  evaluation  and  application  of  city  policies,  San 
Francisco  can,  within  limits,  achieve  the  population  mix  it  desires  and  can 
provide  the  best  possible  environment  for  its  residents. 

A  continued  influx  of  a  low-income,  nonwhite  population,  a  concurrent  out- 
migration  of  middle-income  white  families,  and  a  growing  proportion  of  young 
people  in  the  city  have  been  projected  for  San  Francisco.    The  income  status 
of  the  migrants  was  not  clearly  implied  in  the  projections    but  was  derived  on 
the  basis  of  their  past  characteristics  and  an  assessment  of  likely  future 
changes.     It  has  been  noted  that  there  will  be  an  increased  need  for  low-cost 
housing,  schools,  and  job  training  programs  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
changing  population.    Moreover,  the  suburbs  must  begin  to  accept  the  responsi- 
bility of  providing  housing  for  the  labor  force  which  they  and  their  industries 
attract  into  the  area.    The  provision  of  adequate  housing  and  jobs  are  regional 
problems,  not  just  local  ones,  and  the  time  has  come  for  them  to  be  treated  as 
such.     If  present  trends  are  allowed  to  continue,  San  Francisco  may  become  an 
economic  and  racial  ghetto;  such  an  occurrence  would  hurt  all  of  the  people  in 
the  region,  not  only  those  who  live  in  San  Francisco. 

More  intensive  study  is  required  before  a  program  can  be  developed  to  main- 
tain a  well-balanced  population  mix  in  San  Francisco.    However,  certain  general 
areas  of  consideration  are  apparent.    The  city  should  capitalize  on  its  natural 
resources  by  preserving  its  physical  assets  and  by  broadening  its  beautif ication 
and  development  efforts.    It  must  enrich  its  educational  programs  to  meet  the 
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increasingly  varied  and  numerous  demands  of  the  people  served.    An  outstanding 
school  system  is  a  major  concern  to  families  of  all  economic  backgrounds  and 
would  encourage  many  families  now  leaving  the  city  to  remain.    The  city  should 
also  attempt  to  broaden  and  improve  its  recreational  and  cultural  facilities. 

San  Francisco  should  seek  to  attract  industries  which  will  contribute  to 
its  social,  as  well  as  to  its  economic,  growth.    They  should  be  selected  not 
simply  because  they  make  use  of  skills  presently  in  the  population,  but  because 
they  contribute  to  the  long-term  growth  objectives  of  the  city  through  the  pro- 
vision of  job  training  programs  and  a  broad  range  of  employment  opportunities. 

Ultimately,  the  population  of  San  Francisco  will  be  a  result  of  either 
nonaction  (or  no  new  policies  and  programs),  in  which  case  it  will  be  close  to 
these  projections,  or  a  result  of  new  policies  and  actions  geared,  or  not  geared 
to  the  problems.    In  the  latter  case,  the  actual  population  will  be  different 
from  these  projections.    This  is  more  likely  to  be  the  case.    What  has  been 
presented  here  is  one  basis  upon  which  elected  public  officials  and  planners 
alike  can  start  policies  and  inaugurate  programs  to  achieve  the  kind  of  com- 
munity they  wish. 
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APPENDIX  A 


DETAILED  TABLES 


These  figures  are  given  to  the  last  digit  for 
convenience  in  summation,  not  because  they  are 
assumed  to  be  significant  to  the  last  digit. 
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ASSUMPTIONS  UNDERLYING  EACH  OF  THE  POPULATION  SERIES 


In  order  to  project  the  population  of  San  Francisco,  assumptions  had  to 
be  made  in  regard  to  the  future  course  of  mortality,  fertility,  and  net  migra- 
tion rates  as  well  as  the  future  number  and  age-sex-color  distribution  of 
military  personnel  stationed  in  San  Francisco.    The  assumptions  referring  to 
fertility  and  net  migration  rates  vary  from  series  to  series  while  those 
referring  to  mortality  rates  and  military  personnel  remain  the  same.    In  all 
cases  the  latter  two  components  were  kept  constant  at  their  1960  level. 

Series  I.     It  was  assumed  in  this  series  that  fertility  will  decline  only 
slightly  from  the  high  level  maintained  during  the  1950  to  1960  decade.  At 
the  same  time,  it  was  assumed  that  net  migration  would  equal  zero  throughout 
the  projection  period.     Since  the  latter  is  unlikely  to  occur,  this  series  is 
provided  more  for  the  purposes  of  comparison  (to  show  the  effect  which  migra- 
tion has  on  population  size)  than  as  an  actual  projection. 

Series  II.    This  series  is  also  provided  for  comparison  purposes  since  it 
too  assumes  a  net  migration  of  zero.    It  differs  from  series  I  in  that  it  was 
here  assumed  that  fertility  rates  will  gradually  decline  until  reaching  the 
lowest  level  experienced  in  the  last  fifty  years  (excluding  the  depression) . 

Series  III.     Series  III  utilizes  the  same  slightly  declining  fertility 
rates  as  does  Series  I.    However,  in  projecting  net  migration  rates  for  this 
series,  it  was  assumed  that  the  1950-1960  net  migration  rates  for  San  Francisco 
will  continue  throughout  the  projection  period. 
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Series  IV.    It  was  also  assumed  here  that  the  1950-196  0  net  migration 
rates  for  the  city  would  hold  throughout  the  period.    It  differs  from  the 
previous  series  in  that  it  was  assumed  that  fertility  rates  would  experience 
a  greater  decline  so  that  they  would  be  equal  to  the  lowest  level  experienced 
in  the  last  fifty  years  (excluding  the  depression)  by  the  end  of  the  projection 
period . 

Series  V.    In  series  V  the  1960  net  migration  rates  were  utilized,  but  it 
was  further  assumed  that  the  factors  causing  migration  differentials  will 
gradually  decline  in  importance  so  that  after  fifty  years  net  migration  for 
San  Francisco  will  be  zero.    The  fertility  rates  utilized  in  this  series 
assume  that  fertility  rates  will  decline  only  slightly  from  the  high  level 
of  the  1950  to  1960  decade. 

Series  VI.    This  series  utilizes  the  same  net  migration  rates  as  does 
series  V.    However,  it  utilizes  the  set  of  fertility  rates  which  are  based  on 
the  assumption  that  fertility  will  gradually  decline  until  reaching  the  lowest 
level  reached  during  the  last  fifty  years  (excluding  the  depression). 
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TABLE  A- I 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960-1990 
Series  I 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

Total 

740,316 

763,308 

774,921 

791,423 

813,514 

838,910 

370,617 

0 

14,729 

14,538 

12,882 

14,337 

15,701 

16,430 

17,653 

1-4 

44,128 

56,763 

50,294 

55,972 

61,293 

64,328 

68,919 

5-9 

49,363 

58,238 

70,630 

62,579 

69,643 

76,264 

30,039 

10-14 

43,257 

49,633 

58,035 

70,385 

62,359 

69,393 

75,994 

15-19 

42,279 

52,160 

53,594 

61,944 

74,298 

66,271 

73,312 

20-24 

49,328 

43,536 

53,418 

54,341 

63,154 

75,456 

67,462 

25-29 

48,392 

45,492 

39,683 

49,440 

50,850 

59,105 

71,323 

30-34 

49,512 

47,849 

44,987 

39,205 

48,876 

50,265 

58,465 

35-39 

52,350 

48,705 

47,063 

44,255 

38,530 

48,069 

49,436 

40-44 

49,139 

50,832 

47,249 

45,640 

42,916 

37,288 

46,621 

45-49 

53,460 

47,358 

48,990 

45,500 

43,937 

41,339 

35,859 

JVJ  —  JH 

Ju  ,  7  JLO 

L'k  117 

<+  -J  ,  i.  7>  V 

41  7QQ 

TO 

~)  J  ,  J  J  c. 

55-59 

50,999 

49,438 

47,604 

42,212 

43,645 

40,441 

39,024 

60-64 

43,357 

46,337 

45,037 

43,414 

38,542 

39,823 

36,335 

65-69 

35,263 

37,665 

40,351 

39,264 

37,910 

33,722 

34,804 

70-74 

26,111 

28,548 

30,538 

32,796 

32,017 

30,996 

27,671 

75-79 

17,187 

19,049 

20,944 

22,450 

24,206 

23,731 

23,069 

30-84 

8,744 

10,544 

11,715 

12,946 

13,898 

15,040 

14,301 

35  and  over 

4,298 

5,600 

6,790 

7,584 

8,440 

9,095 

9,933 

35 
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Table  A-l,  Series  I--continued 


Ace 

1960 

1955 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

White  Males 

i     *\     t  t  r» 

292 , 773 

293,459 

290,210 

239,475 

291 , 309 

294, 772 

300, 314 

0 

5,283 

5,169 

4,470 

4,913 

5,283 

5,383 

5,566 

1-4 

15,375 

20,106 

17,387 

19,110 

20,549 

20,938 

21,650 

5-9 

17,237 

20,433 

25,036 

21,651 

23,796 

25,588 

26,073 

10-14 

17,770 

17,203 

20,393 

24,907 

21,603 

23,749 

25,537 

15-19 

18,347 

21,309 

20,824 

24,003 

23,579 

25,213 

27,346 

20-24 

20,317 

19,230 

22,309 

21,747 

24,912 

29,463 

26,117 

25-29 

20,109 

16,853 

15,824 

10,030 

18,272 

21,413 

25,934 

30-34 

19,703 

19,776 

16,545 

15,524 

18,507 

17,953 

21,071 

35-39 

19,439 

19,254 

19,326 

16,141 

15,135 

18,075 

17,529 

40-44 

18,321 

10,578 

18,398 

10,460 

15,361 

14,379 

17,248 

45-49 

21,066 

17,391 

17,638 

17,465 

17,532 

14,545 

13,601 

50-54 

21,480 

19,663 

16,214 

16,446 

16,284 

16,347 

13,544 

55-59 

21,554 

19,447 

17,797 

14,663 

14,874 

14,727 

14,784 

60-64 

18,689 

18,325 

16,979 

15,534 

12,789 

12,974 

12,845 

65-69 

14,923 

15,344 

15,455 

13,930 

12,751 

10,495 

10,647 

70-74 

11,259 

11,200 

11,516 

11,599 

10,460 

9,569 

7,375 

75-79 

7,039 

7,540 

7,500 

7,712 

7,767 

7,005 

6,408 

00-04 

3,450 

3,973 

4,255 

4,233 

4,352 

4,333 

3,953 

05  and  over 

1,417 

2,035 

2,344 

2,511 

2,498 

2,568 

2,586 
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Table  A-I,  Series  I --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Uhite  Females 

311,750 

317,140 

317,230 

317,905 

319,460 

320,872 

323,350 

0 

5,178 

5,019 

4,340 

4,770 

5,128 

5,227 

5,404 

1-4 

14,908 

19,732 

17,063 

18,753 

20,161 

20,550 

21,246 

5-9 

17,140 

19,903 

24,549 

21,228 

23,331 

25,032 

25,566 

10-14 

17,676 

17,070 

19,822 

24,449 

21,142 

23,236 

24,930 

15-19 

16,548 

17,816 

17,208 

19,971 

24,616 

21,296 

23,398 

20-24 

20,217 

16,577 

17,842 

17,236 

19,991 

24,623 

21,312 

25-29 

18,308 

20,126 

16,405 

17,664 

17,061 

19,301 

24,409 

30-34 

18,124 

18,240 

20,053 

16,343 

17,598 

16,997 

19,729 

35-39 

20,901 

17,992 

13,107 

19,905 

16,225 

17,470 

16,874 

40-44 

21,739 

20,597 

17,731 

17,045 

19,616 

15,991 

17,217 

45-49 

24,219 

21,211 

20,095 

17,295 

17,406 

19,137 

15,594 

50-54 

24,359 

23,450 

20,536 

19,455 

16,743 

16,850 

18,527 

55-59 

23,482 

23,330 

22,467 

19,674 

18,633 

16,039 

16,142 

60-64 

20,875 

22,136 

22,000 

21,179 

18,545 

17,568 

15,118 

65-69 

17,736 

19,048 

20,199 

20,075 

19,325 

16,922 

16,030 

70-74 

13,272 

15,190 

16,322 

17,308 

17,202 

16,559 

14,500 

75-79 

9,304 

10,284 

11,776 

12,646 

13,410 

13,323 

12,830 

80-84 

5,029 

6,039 

6,676 

7,644 

8,209 

8,705 

8,651 

05  and  over 

2,735 

3,364 

4,039 

4,465 

5,113 

5,491 

5,823 

37 
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Table  A-l,  Series  I--continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Honwhite 
Males 

70,360 

73,239 

84,913 

92,500 

101,190 

110,871 

122,227 

0 

2,166 

2,207 

2,066 

2,361 

2,684 

2,979 

3,393 

1-4 

6,988 

3,564 

8,017 

9,162 

10,415 

11,560 

13,167 

5-9 

7,898 

9,031 

10,637 

9,957 

11,379 

12,936 

14,350 

10-14 

6,636 

7,800 

9,011 

10,613 

9,934 

11,353 

12,907 

15-19 

3,579 

6,745 

7,986 

9,115 

10,715 

10,037 

11,453 

20-24 

4,076 

3,902 

7,045 

0,277 

9,398 

10,987 

10,314 

25-29 

4,940 

3,366 

3,693 

6,002 

8,021 

9,129 

10,701 

30-34 

5,368 

4,026 

3,767 

3,596 

6,663 

7,865 

0,950 

35-39 

5,826 

5,217 

4,684 

3 , 644 

3,476 

6,489 

7,670 

40-44 

4,481 

5,575 

4,981 

4,462 

3,449 

3,235 

6,220 

45-49 

4,515 

4,274 

5,328 

4,756 

4,256 

3,280 

3,122 

50-54 

4,329 

4,204 

4,055 

5,057 

4,513 

4,038 

3,110 

55-59 

3,707 

4,044 

4,002 

3,703 

4,724 

4,216 

3,772 

60-64 

2,467 

3,321 

3,624 

3,506 

3,394 

4,234 

3,778 

65-69 

1,626 

2,074 

2,794 

3,050 

3,018 

2,856 

3,564 

70-74 

957 

1,292 

1,648 

2,220 

2,424 

2,393 

2,270 

75-79 

539 

703 

949 

1,211 

1,631 

1,781 

1,762 

80-34 

170 

314 

410 

554 

706 

951 

1,039 

35  and  over 

92 

120 

221 

289 

390 

497 

669 

30 
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Table  A-l,  Series  I --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

74,470 

82,563 

91,540 

101,555 

112,395 

124,726 

0 

2,102 

2,143 

2,006 

2,293 

2,606 

2,891 

3,295 

1-4 

6,357 

8,361 

7,827 

8,947 

10,168 

11,280 

12,856 

5-9 

7,588 

0,371 

10,400 

9,743 

11,137 

12,658 

14,042 

10-14 

6,175 

7,535 

8,809 

10,336 

9,675 

11,060 

12,570 

15-19 

3,805 

6,210 

7,576 

3,355 

10,388 

9,725 

11,115 

20-24 

4,718 

3,777 

6,222 

7,501 

8,853 

10,370 

9,719 

25-29 

5,035 

4,647 

3,761 

6,144 

7,496 

8,762 

10,279 

30-34 

6,317 

5,007 

4,622 

3,742 

6,108 

7,450 

8,707 

35-39 

6,184 

6,242 

4,946 

4,565 

3,694 

6,035 

7,363 

40-44 

4,598 

6,002 

6,139 

4,365 

4,490 

3,633 

5,936 

45-49 

3,660 

4,402 

5,929 

5,904 

4,743 

4,377 

3,542 

50-54 

2,752 

3,521 

4,312 

5,706 

5,759 

4,564 

4,211 

55-59 

2,256 

2,609 

3,338 

4,087 

5,409 

5,459 

4,326 

60-64 

1,326 

2,105 

2,434 

3,115 

3,814 

5,047 

5,094 

65-69 

978 

1,199 

1,903 

2,201 

2,816 

3,449 

4,563 

70-74 

623 

853 

1,052 

1,669 

1,931 

2,470 

35C?.6 

75-79 

305 

522 

719 

881 

1,398 

1,617 

2,059 

80-84 

95 

210 

374 

515 

631 

1,001 

1,7  58 

05  and  over 

54 

01 

186 

319 

439 

539 

055 

39 
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TABLE  A- 2 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960-1990 

Series  II 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

Total 

740,316 

763,300 

767,221 

765,971 

767,775 

773,035 

780,664 

0 

14,729 

14,533 

11,312 

10,701 

11,524 

12,321 

12,686 

1-4 

44,128 

56,763 

44,164 

41,778 

44,990 

48,098 

49,518 

5-9 

49,863 

58,238 

70,630 

54,952 

51,984 

55,980 

59,345 

10-14 

48,257 

49,688 

58,035 

70,305 

54,759 

51,801 

55,783 

15-19 

42,279 

52,160 

53,594 

61,944 

74,298 

58,666 

55,709 

20-24 

49,328 

43,536 

53,418 

54,041 

63,154 

75,456 

59,890 

25-29 

48,392 

45,492 

39,683 

49,440 

50,850 

59,105 

71,323 

30-34 

49,512 

47,349 

44,987 

39,205 

48,876 

50,265 

53,465 

35-39 

52,350 

48,705 

47,063 

44,255 

38,530 

48,069 

49,436 

40-44 

49,139 

50,032 

47,249 

45,640 

42,916 

37,288 

46,621 

45-59 

53,460 

47,350 

48,990 

45,500 

43,937 

41,339 

35,859 

50-54 

52,920 

50,910 

45,117 

46,664 

43,299 

41,799 

39,392 

55-59 

50,999 

49,430 

47,604 

42,212 

43,645 

40,441 

39,024 

60-64 

43,357 

46,307 

45,037 

43,414 

30,542 

39,823 

36,335 

65-69 

35,263 

37,665 

40,351 

39,264 

37,910 

33,722 

34,804 

70-74 

26,111 

20,540 

30,538 

32,796 

32,017 

30,996 

27,671 

75-79 

17,187 

19,049 

20,944 

22,450 

24,206 

23,731 

23,069 

GO-34 

8,744 

10,544 

11,715 

12,946 

13,898 

15,040 

14,301 

85  and  over 

4,298 

5,600 

6,790 

7,504 

8,440 

9,095 

9,933 

40 
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Table  A-2,  Series  II--continued 


Age 

I70U 

1VOJ 

1  QIC) 
i.  y  I  v 

1  Q7  5 

1  QftO 

J.  y\J\J 

±  y  j\j 

White  Males 

292,778 

293,459 

287,672 

231,108 

276,495 

273,962 

272,605 

0 

5,283 

5,169 

3,951 

3,716 

3,952 

4,140 

4,134 

1-4 

15,375 

20,106 

15,363 

14,454 

15,372 

16,103 

16,080 

5-9 

17,237 

20,433 

25,036 

19,137 

17,999 

19,142 

20,052 

10-14 

17,770 

17,203 

20,393 

24,937 

19,099 

17,963 

19,104 

15-19 

18,347 

21,309 

20,824 

24,003 

28,579 

22,713 

21,532 

20-24 

20,317 

19,230 

22,309 

21,747 

24,912 

29,463 

23,628 

25-29 

20,109 

16,353 

15,824 

18,330 

18,272 

21,413 

25,934 

30-34 

19,703 

19,776 

16,545 

15,524 

18,507 

17,953 

21,071 

35-39 

19,439 

19,254 

19,326 

16,141 

15,135 

18,075 

17,529 

40-44 

13,321 

13,578 

18,393 

10,468 

15,361 

14,379 

17,248 

45-49 

21,066 

17,391 

17,633 

17,465 

17,532 

14,545 

13,601 

50-54 

21,480 

19,663 

16,214 

16,446 

16,284 

16,347 

13,544 

55-59 

21,554 

19,447 

17,797 

14,663 

14,874 

14,727 

14,784 

60-64 

18,639 

13,325 

16,979 

15,534 

12,789 

12,974 

12,485 

65-69 

14,923 

15,344 

15,455 

13,938 

12,751 

10,495 

10,647 

70-74 

11,259 

11,200 

11,516 

11,599 

10,460 

9,569 

7,375 

75-79 

7,039 

7,540 

7,500 

7,712 

7,767 

7,005 

6,408 

80-84 

3,450 

3,973 

4,255 

4,233 

4,352 

4,333 

3,953 

85  and  over 

1,417 

2,035 

2,344 

2,511 

2,498 

2,568 

2,536 

41 
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Table  A-2,  Series  II — continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

White  Females 

311,750 

317,140 

314,739 

309,704 

304 , 948 

300,473 

296,156 

0 

5,178 

5,019 

3,835 

3,608 

3,837 

4,020 

4,014 

1-4 

14,908 

19,732 

15,077 

14,185 

15,085 

15,805 

15,781 

5-9 

17,140 

19,903 

24,549 

18,757 

17,647 

18,767 

19,663 

10-14 

17,676 

17,070 

19,822 

24,449 

18,681 

17,575 

18,691 

15-19 

16,548 

17,316 

17,208 

19,971 

24,616 

18,825 

17,715 

20-24 

20,217 

16,577 

17,842 

17,236 

19,991 

24,623 

18,848 

25-29 

18,308 

20,126 

16,405 

17,664 

17,061 

19,801 

24,409 

30-34 

18,124 

18,240 

20,053 

16,343 

17,598 

16,997 

19,729 

35-39 

20,901 

17,992 

18,107 

19,905 

16,225 

17,470 

16,374 

40-44 

21,739 

20,597 

17,731 

17,845 

19,616 

15,991 

17,217 

45-49 

24,219 

21,211 

20,095 

17,295 

17,406 

19,137 

15,594 

50-54 

24,359 

23,450 

20,536 

19,455 

16,743 

16,850 

18,527 

55-59 

23,482 

23,338 

22,467 

19,674 

18,638 

16,039 

16,142 

60-64 

20,875 

22,136 

22,000 

21,179 

18,545 

17,568 

15,118 

65-69 

17,736 

19,048 

20,199 

20,075 

19,325 

16,922 

16,030 

70-74 

13,272 

15,198 

16,322 

17,303 

17,202 

16,559 

14,500 

75-79 

9,304 

10,284 

11,776 

12,646 

13,410 

13,328 

12,830 

30-84 

5,029 

6,039 

6,676 

7,644 

8,209 

8,705 

8,651 

85  and  over 

2,735 

3,364 

4,039 

4,465 

5,113 

5,491 

5,823 

42 


II 
I 

■ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 


Table  A-2,  Series  II- -continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Mai  es 

70,360 

78,239 

83,566 

88,002 

92,885 

98,337 

104,493 

0 

2,166 

2,207 

1,789 

1,713 

1,895 

2,111 

2,303 

1-4 

6,988 

8,564 

6,942 

6,647 

7,354 

8,192 

8,937 

5-9 

7,898 

9,031 

10,637 

8,622 

8,256 

9,134 

10,174 

10-14 

6,636 

7,880 

9,011 

10,613 

8,602 

8,237 

9,113 

15-19 

3,579 

6,745 

7,986 

9,115 

10,715 

8,707 

8,343 

20-24 

4,076 

3,902 

7,045 

8,277 

9,398 

10,987 

3,993 

25-29 

4,940 

3,366 

3,693 

6,302 

8,021 

9,129 

10,701 

30-34 

5,368 

4,826 

3,767 

3,596 

6,663 

7,865 

8,953 

35-39 

5,826 

5,217 

4,684 

3,644 

3,476 

6,489 

7,670 

40-44 

4,481 

5,575 

4,981 

4,462 

3,449 

3,285 

6,220 

45-49 

4,515 

4,274 

5,328 

4,756 

4,256 

3,280 

3,122 

50-54 

4,329 

4,284 

4,055 

5,057 

4,513 

4,038 

3,110 

55-59 

3,707 

4,044 

4,002 

3,738 

4,724 

4,216 

3,772 

60-64 

2,467 

3,321 

3,624 

3,586 

3,394 

4,234 

3,778 

65-69 

1,626 

2,074 

2,794 

3,050 

3,018 

2,856 

3,564 

70-74 

957 

1,292 

1,648 

2,220 

2,424 

2,398 

2,270 

75-79 

539 

703 

949 

1,211 

1,631 

1,781 

1,762 

80-34 

170 

314 

410 

554 

706 

951 

1,039 

85  and  over 

92 

120 

221 

289 

390 

497 

669 

43 
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Table  A-2,  Series  II-continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

74,470 

81,244 

87,157 

93,447 

100,213 

107,405 

0 

2,102 

2,143 

1,737 

1,664 

1,840 

2,050 

2,235 

1-4 

6,857 

8,361 

6,777 

6,492 

7,179 

7,998 

3,720 

5-9 

7,588 

8,871 

10,408 

8,436 

8,082 

8,937 

9,956 

10-14 

6,175 

7,535 

8,809 

10,336 

8,377 

8,026 

8,875 

15-19 

3,805 

6,210 

7,576 

8,855 

10,388 

8,421 

8,069 

20-24 

4,718 

3,777 

6,222 

7,581 

8,853 

10,378 

8,421 

25-29 

5,035 

4,647 

3,761 

6,144 

7,496 

8,762 

10,279 

30-34 

6,317 

5,007 

4,622 

3,742 

6,108 

7,450 

8,707 

35-39 

6,184 

6,242 

4,946 

4,565 

3,694 

6,035 

7,363 

40-44 

4,598 

6,082 

6,139 

4,865 

4,490 

3,633 

5,936 

45-49 

3,660 

4,432 

5,929 

5,934 

4,743 

4,377 

3,542 

50-54 

2,752 

3,521 

4,312 

5,706 

5,759 

4,564 

4,211 

55-59 

2,256 

2,609 

3,338 

4,087 

5,409 

5,459 

4,326 

60-64 

1,326 

2,105 

2,434 

3,115 

3,814 

5,047 

5,094 

65-69 

978 

1,199 

1,903 

2,201 

2,816 

3,449 

4,563 

70-74 

623 

858 

1,052 

1,669 

1,931 

2,470 

3,026 

75-79 

305 

522 

719 

881 

1,398 

1,617 

2,069 

80-84 

95 

218 

374 

515 

631 

1,001 

1,158 

85  and  over 

54 

81 

186 

319 

439 

539 

855 

44 
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TABLE  A-3 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1950-1990 
Series  III 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Total 

740,316 

727,196 

716,659 

725,391 

754,964 

806,055 

884,000 

U 

1 /■     70  Q 

14 ,  /zy 

1  /•    A  0  A 
14 , 4ZO 

1  0  OAA 

iz , yuu 

1  /■  OAA 

14 , yu4 

1  "7    0  70 
1  /  ,  Z  /  J 

1  Q  £70 

iy , o / j 

O  O    fi  K 1 
Z3 , U51 

1  -4 

/.  /■  no 
44 ,  IZo 

jd, Jiy 

C  A     OA  O 

j J , 343 

CP     1  A  C 

jo  ,  14  j 

£7  OAO 

6  / , 363 

7  A    £  Q7 

/o ,  oy  / 

OA  POT 

oy , oj / 

C  Q 

5-y 

AO    Q  A  O 

CA     CO  A 

50 , 526 

ai    i  ci 
61 ,  151 

C£    AO  "7 

jb , Uo / 

A  A    A  CA 

66 ,45U 

7  O    OA  C 

/o ,  yu  j 

Ol  OAA 

yi , yu6 

1U- 14 

A  O  OCT 

48 , 25 / 

A  A     1  A  A 

4y , /yy 

C  A  1QQ 

5U , /yy 

A 1     C  7  A 
Ol, J/D 

C  A    O  C  C 

jo ,855 

A  7    7  £  7 
6 / , /6 / 

OA  ooo 

ou , y3y 

1  c    1  A 

15-19 

/  1     1  "7  A 

42 ,279 

C  A     O  /  O 

59,348 

£  1      C  O  A 

61 , 630 

£  O  ICO 

62, 75o 

*7  C     O  O  O 

75,233 

/ft     "70  A 

69, 720 

O  O  Oil 

82 , 311 

20-24 

49,328 

/  O     A  <  / 

48,364 

£  O  ion 

68, 720 

71 , 755 

-f  /,     o  o  o 

74,328 

OA     0 1  O 

89, 318 

OA     O  "7  "7 

34,277 

O  C  OA 

25-29 

/  o    o  ao 

48,392 

40, 164 

on    c  t  a 

39, 579 

C  A     A/  o 

59, 942 

£  A  CO/ 

64, 584 

/l  A     Ol  1 

69,317 

OA     C  A  1 

84,66/ 

1  /A     O  / 

30-34 

/  f\  CIO 

49, 512 

on    o  A  o 

39, 293 

o  o    o  o  o 

33,283 

O  O     /  /  A 

33 ,440 

co    r  /  o 
52 , 642 

CO  Aid 

58 ,416 

A  A     A  7  C 
64  ,  6  /  5 

O  C      1  A 

35-39 

CO  OCA 

52 , JjO 

/i  mo 

41 , 913 

O  O  /'OA 

33 , 620 

OA     A  C  A 

29,059 

OA  £m 

29, 607 

A  "7     A  C  O 

47 , 95o 

ca    n  o 
54 , 318 

A  A    A  A 

40-44 

/a    i  o  a 

49, 139 

/  c    An  o 

45, 908 

O  "7     A  £  A 

37 , 060 

OA     O  O  1 

29 , 881 

O  £    1  o  o 

26, 138 

OA    Q  QO 

A  A  £AQ 

44,  6'Jo 

AC  AO 

45-4y 

CO     A  £  A 

5 3 ,460 

A  O     AA  O 

43, 943 

/  1      A  A /l 

41 ,49o 

O  O     "7  C  O 

33, 753 

O  7    0  0  Q 

Z  / , 33o 

OA     1  9Q 

Z4 , loo 

0  C     A  7  A 

Z5 ,  U  /4 

50-54 

52,920 

47,635 

39,594 

37,897 

31,127 

25,330 

22,832 

55-59 

50,999 

47,445 

42,991 

36,014 

34,782 

28,760 

23,545 

60-64 

43,357 

44,646 

41,755 

38,101 

32,169 

31,324 

26,055 

65-69 

35,263 

35,993 

37,290 

35,039 

32,296 

27,539 

27,066 

70-74 

26,111 

27,401 

27,965 

28,953 

27,276 

25,157 

21,474 

75-79 

17,187 

18,312 

19,331 

19,755 

20,491 

19,369 

17,960 

80-34 

8,744 

10,157 

10,850 

11,521 

11,788 

12,255 

11,624 

85  and  over 

4,298 

5,404 

6,302 

6,761 

7,224 

7,420 

7,731 

45 
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I 

I 
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Table  A-3,  Series  III --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

VJhite  Males 

292, 778 

267,369 

242,388 

ft  ft  ft     i  ft  ft 

222,108 

205,476 

191,438 

179,518 

0 

5,283 

4,940 

3,942 

4,028 

4,045 

3,937 

3,840 

1-4 

15,375 

19,215 

15,333 

15,668 

15,734 

15,314 

14,936 

5-9 

17,237 

15,641 

18,298 

14,560 

14,919 

14,982 

14,582 

10-14 

17,770 

17,153 

15,565 

18,209 

14,489 

14,846 

14,909 

15-19 

18,347 

24,379 

23,661 

21,812 

24,891 

20,559 

20,974 

20-24 

20,317 

19,939 

26,216 

25,469 

23,544 

26,749 

22,241 

25-29 

20,109 

13,132 

12,847 

17,582 

17,019 

15,567 

17,985 

30-34 

19,703 

15,194 

9,973 

9,760 

13,303 

12,882 

11,795 

35-39 

19,439 

15,225 

11,760 

7,748 

7,584 

10,307 

9,903 

40-44 

18,321 

15,859 

12,368 

9,497 

6,173 

6,038 

8,293 

45-49 

21,066 

15,461 

13,361 

10,304 

7,936 

5,101 

4,906 

50-54 

21,480 

17,101 

12,592 

10,872 

8,435 

6,430 

4,109 

55-59 

21,554 

18,104 

14,534 

10,637 

9,177 

7,107 

5,405 

60-64 

18,689 

17,665 

14,896 

11,896 

8,693 

7,493 

5,792 

65-69 

14,923 

14,301 

13,592 

11,459 

9,148 

6,681 

5,757 

70-74 

11,259 

10,700 

10,388 

9,818 

8,277 

6,606 

4,023 

75-79 

7,039 

7,257 

6,948 

6,696 

6,328 

5,335 

4,250 

30-84 

3,450 

3,824 

3,942 

3,774 

3,683 

3,438 

2,090 

85  and  over 

1,417 

1,959 

2,172 

2,239 

2,143 

2,066 

1,952 

46 
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Table  A-3,  Series  I II --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

WniLc    r  clllci  L  cb 

■ail   7  e;n 

oq-j  (tan 

0 

5,178 

4,796 

3,827 

3,910 

3,927 

3,822 

3,729 

1-4 

14,908 

18,855 

15,046 

15,372 

15,439 

15,026 

14,661 

5-9 

17,140 

15,348 

18,088 

14,434 

14,748 

14,811 

14,415 

10-14 

17,676 

16,253 

14,553 

17,152 

13,687 

13,985 

14,044 

15-19 

16,548 

20,538 

18,936 

16,963 

19,980 

15,958 

16,304 

20-24 

20,217 

17,902 

22,255 

20,475 

13,349 

21,600 

17,266 

25-29 

18,308 

16,793 

14,790 

13,401 

16,924 

15,161 

17,857 

30-34 

18,124 

13,343 

12,243 

10,733 

13,415 

12,339 

11,053 

35-39 

20,901 

14,644 

10,791 

9,900 

8,722 

10,845 

9,977 

40-44 

21,739 

13,035 

12,640 

9,318 

8,549 

7,534 

9,364 

45-49 

24,219 

19,386 

16,078 

11,260 

3,294 

7,607 

6,701 

50-54 

24,359 

22,100 

17,688 

14,669 

10,270 

7,563 

6,936 

55-59 

23,482 

22,344 

20,272 

16,224 

13,454 

9,418 

6,934 

60-64 

20,875 

21,332 

20,298 

18,416 

14,737 

12,220 

3,553 

65-69 

17,736 

18,216 

18,615 

17,712 

16,070 

12,859 

10,662 

70-74 

13,272 

14,790 

15,191 

15,523 

14,770 

13,401 

10,724 

75-79 

9,304 

10,003 

11,153 

11,455 

11,705 

11,138 

10,105 

80-84 

5,029 

5,378 

6,322 

7,046 

7,236 

7,394 

7,036 

85  and  over 

2,735 

3,274 

3,826 

4,115 

4,587 

4,710 

4,813 

47 


I 
I 

p 

I 

I 


Table  A-3,  Series  Ill  —  continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Males 

70, 360 

33, 684 

Iff 

99,466 

121,164 

150,328 

188,214 

237,396 

0 

2,166 

2,379 

2,603 

3,534 

4,720 

6,045 

7,356 

1-4 

6,988 

9,232 

10,101 

13,714 

18,316 

23,458 

30,486 

5-9 

7,898 

9,932 

12,611 

13,793 

18,733 

25,019 

32,043 

10-14 

6,636 

3,284 

10,417 

13,227 

14,472 

19,647 

26,240 

15-19 

3,579 

7,351 

9,147 

11,472 

14,534 

15,890 

21,530 

20-24 

4,076 

5,029 

10,005 

12,374 

15,440 

19,479 

21,263 

25-29 

4,940 

4,551 

5,674 

11,541 

14,334 

17,949 

22,710 

30-34 

5,368 

5,147 

4,737 

5,922 

12 , 1 14 

15,062 

18,377 

35-39 

5,826 

5,423 

5,201 

4,732 

5,995 

12,332 

15,350 

40-44 

4,481 

5,748 

5,348 

5,120 

4,699 

5,917 

12,285 

45-49 

4,515 

4,392 

5,646 

5,250 

5,024 

4,608 

5,813 

50-54 

4,329 

4,554 

4,429 

5,697 

5,297 

5,063 

4,648 

55-59 

3,707 

4,156 

4,372 

4,252 

5,470 

5,086 

4,866 

60-64 

2,467 

3,443 

3,867 

4,069 

3,957 

5,093 

4,735 

65-69 

1,626 

2,124 

2,972 

3,334 

3,509 

3,412 

4,394 

70-74 

957 

1,026 

1,340 

1,875 

2,103 

2,214 

2,153 

75-79 

539 

553 

598 

732 

1,094 

1,226 

1,291 

80-84 

170 

250 

258 

277 

362 

507 

568 

85  and  over 

92 

95 

140 

144 

155 

202 

233 

43 
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Table  A-3,  Series  Ill—continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

82,253 

102,193 

128,991 

164,297 

209,012 

265,952 

0 

2,102 

2,311 

2,528 

3,432 

4,581 

5,869 

7,626 

1-4 

6,857 

9,017 

9,863 

13,391 

17,874 

22,899 

29,754 

5-9 

7,588 

9,605 

12,154 

13,295 

13,050 

24,093 

30,866 

10-14 

6,175 

8,109 

10,264 

12,988 

14,207 

19,289 

25,746 

15-19 

3,805 

7,530 

9,886 

12,511 

15,828 

17,313 

23,503 

20-24 

4,718 

5,194 

10,244 

13,437 

16,995 

21,490 

23,502 

25-29 

5,035 

5,683 

6,268 

12,418 

16,307 

20,640 

26,115 

30-34 

6,317 

5,604 

6,330 

6,975 

13,810 

18,133 

22,950 

35-39 

6,184 

6,616 

5,868 

6,629 

7,306 

14,474 

19,008 

40-44 

4,598 

6,266 

6,704 

5,946 

6,717 

7,403 

14,666 

45-49 

3,660 

4,704 

6,411 

6,859 

6,084 

6,872 

7,574 

50-54 

2,752 

3,800 

4,885 

6,659 

7,125 

6,319 

7,139 

55-59 

2,256 

2,761 

3,813 

4,901 

6,681 

7,149 

6,340 

60-64 

1,326 

2,201 

2,694 

3,720 

4,782 

6,518 

6,975 

65-69 

978 

1,272 

2,111 

2,584 

3,569 

4,587 

6,253 

70-74 

623 

805 

1,046 

1,737 

2,126 

2,936 

3,774 

75-79 

305 

489 

632 

322 

1,364 

1,670 

2,306 

80-84 

95 

205 

328 

424 

552 

916 

1,122 

85  and  over 

54 

76 

164 

263 

339 

442 

733 

49 


TABLE  A-4 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960-1990 
Series  IV 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1993 

Total 

740, 316 

727, 196 

708,861 

699, 573 

707,319 

TOO  (*A/ 

732,504 

772 , 358 

0 

14,729 

14,426 

11,309 

11,058 

12,531 

14,427 

16,166 

1-4 

44,128 

56,319 

44,136 

43,142 

48,873 

56,250 

63,010 

5-9 

49,363 

50,526 

61,151 

49,118 

49,125 

56,964 

66,972 

10-14 

43,257 

49,799 

50,799 

61,576 

49,767 

50,055 

53,365 

15-19 

42,279 

59,848 

61,630 

62,758 

75,233 

61,515 

61,316 

20-24 

49,328 

43,064 

68,720 

71,755 

74,328 

89,318 

74,350 

25-29 

48,392 

40,164 

39,579 

59,942 

64,584 

69,317 

84,667 

30-34 

49,512 

39,293 

33,233 

33,440 

52,642 

58,416 

64,675 

35-39 

52,350 

41,913 

33,620 

29,059 

29,607 

47,958 

54,318 

40-44 

49,139 

45,903 

37,060 

29,831 

26,138 

26,392 

44,608 

45-49 

53,460 

43,943 

41,496 

33,753 

27,338 

24,188 

25,074 

50-54 

52,920 

47,635 

39,594 

37,397 

31,127 

25,330 

22,332 

55-59 

50,999 

47,445 

42,991 

36,014 

34,782 

28,760 

23,545 

60-64 

43,357 

44,646 

41,755 

33,101 

32,169 

31,324 

26,055 

65-69 

35,263 

35,993 

37,290 

35,089 

32,296 

27,539 

27,066 

70-74 

26,111 

27,401 

27,965 

23,953 

27,276 

25,157 

21,474 

75-79 

17,187 

13,312 

19,331 

19,755 

20,491 

19,369 

17,960 

80-84 

8,744 

10,157 

10,850 

11,521 

11,783 

12,255 

11,624 

85  and  over 

4,298 

5,404 

6,302 

6,761 

7,224 

7,420 

7,781 

50 


Table  A-4,  Series  IV--continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

White  Males 

292,773 

267,369 

240,149 

215,655 

195,212 

177,680 

161,316 

0 

5,283 

4,940 

3,484 

3,047 

3,026 

3,027 

2,344 

1-4 

15,375 

19,215 

13,552 

11,852 

11,770 

11,774 

11,062 

5-9 

17,237 

15,641 

18,298 

12,904 

11,286 

11,208 

11,212 

10-14 

17,770 

17,153 

15,565 

13,209 

12,841 

11,231 

11,153 

15-19 

18,347 

24,379 

23,661 

21,812 

24,891 

18,640 

16,765 

20-24 

20,317 

19,939 

26,216 

25,469 

23,544 

26,749 

20,244 

25-29 

20,109 

13,132 

12,847 

17,582 

17,019 

15,567 

17,985 

30-34 

19,703 

15,194 

9,973 

9,760 

13,303 

12,882 

11,795 

35-39 

19,439 

15,225 

11,760 

7,748 

7,584 

10,307 

9,933 

40-44 

18,321 

15,059 

12,368 

9,497 

6,173 

6,038 

0,293 

45-49 

21,066 

15,461 

13,361 

10,304 

7,936 

5,101 

4,986 

50-54 

21,480 

17,181 

12,592 

10,072 

8,435 

6,430 

4,109 

55-59 

21,554 

18,104 

14,534 

10,637 

9,177 

7,107 

5,405 

60-64 

18,689 

17,665 

14,896 

11,396 

8,693 

7,493 

5,792 

65-69 

14,923 

14,331 

13,592 

11,459 

9,148 

6,681 

5,757 

70-74 

11,259 

10,780 

10,388 

9,813 

8,277 

6,606 

4,823 

75-79 

7,039 

7,257 

6,948 

6,696 

6,328 

5,335 

4,258 

80-84 

3,450 

3,824 

3,942 

3,774 

3,638 

3,438 

2,393 

85  and  over 

1,417 

1,959 

2,172 

2,239 

2,143 

2,066 

1,952 

51 


Table  A-4,  Series  IV- -continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

White  Females 

311,750 

293,890 

270,422 

246,753 

224,801 

204,052 

183,546 

0 

5,178 

4,796 

3,383 

2,957 

2,938 

2,939 

2,761 

1-4 

14,908 

18,855 

13,300 

11,625 

11,551 

11,555 

10,855 

5-9 

17,140 

15,348 

18,088 

12,759 

11,152 

11,081 

11,085 

10-14 

17,676 

16,253 

14,553 

17,152 

12,098 

10,575 

10,507 

15-19 

16,548 

20,583 

18,936 

16,963 

19,980 

14,113 

12,345 

20-24 

20,217 

17,902 

22,255 

20,475 

18,349 

21,600 

15,278 

25-29 

18,308 

16,793 

14,790 

18,401 

16,924 

15,161 

17,857 

30-34 

18,124 

13,348 

12,243 

10,783 

13,415 

12,339 

11,053 

35-39 

20,901 

14,644 

10,791 

9,900 

8,722 

10,845 

9,977 

40-44 

21,739 

18,035 

12,640 

9,318 

8,549 

7,534 

9,364 

45-49 

24,219 

19,386 

16,078 

11,260 

8,294 

7,607 

6,701 

50-54 

24,359 

22,100 

17,688 

14,669 

10,270 

7,563 

6,936 

55-59 

23,482 

22,344 

20,272 

16,224 

13,454 

9,418 

6,934 

60-64 

20,875 

21,332 

20,298 

18,416 

14,737 

12,220 

8,553 

65-69 

17,736 

18,216 

18,615 

17,712 

16,070 

12,859 

10,662 

70-74 

13,272 

14,790 

15,191 

15,523 

14,770 

13,401 

10,724 

75-79 

9,304 

10,003 

11,153 

11,455 

11,705 

11,138 

10,105 

80-84 

5,029 

5,873 

6,322 

7,046 

7,236 

7,394 

7,036 

85  and  over 

2,735 

3,274 

3,326 

4,115 

4,587 

4,710 

4,813 

52 
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Table  A-4,  Series  IV--continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1930 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Males 

1 A     1  /I  A 

UJ , Oo4 

Q1    "7  a  1 

11/,     CO  c 
114 , JO J 

1  "3  £  1.11 

i  c  /.  one 
lo4 , oOj 

1  c\c\    c/.  c 

iyy , 545 

0 

2,166 

2,379 

2,254 

2,565 

3,332 

4,293 

5,359 

1-4 

6,988 

9,232 

8,747 

9,954 

12,930 

16,659 

20,796 

5-9 

7,898 

9,932 

12,611 

11,948 

13,597 

17,662 

22,755 

10-14 

6,636 

8,234 

10,417 

13,227 

12,531 

14,261 

18,524 

15-19 

3,579 

7,351 

9,147 

11,472 

14,534 

13,775 

15,660 

20-24 

4,076 

5,029 

10,005 

12,374 

15,440 

19,479 

13,478 

25-29 

4,940 

4,551 

5,674 

11,541 

14,334 

17,949 

22,710 

30-34 

5,368 

5,147 

4,737 

5,922 

12,114 

15,062 

13,377 

35-39 

5,826 

5,423 

5,201 

4,782 

5,995 

12,332 

15,350 

40-44 

4,481 

5,743 

5,348 

5,120 

4,699 

5,917 

12,285 

45-49 

4,515 

4,392 

5,646 

5,250 

5,024 

4,608 

5,813 

50-54 

4,329 

4,554 

4,429 

5,697 

5,297 

5,068 

4,648 

55-59 

3,707 

4,156 

4,372 

4,252 

5,470 

5,086 

4,866 

60-64 

2,467 

3,448 

3,867 

4,069 

3,957 

5,093 

4,735 

65-69 

1,626 

2,124 

2,972 

3,334 

3,509 

3,412 

4,394 

70-74 

957 

1,026 

1,340 

1,375 

2,103 

2,214 

2,153 

75-79 

539 

550 

598 

782 

1,094 

1,226 

1,291 

80-84 

170 

250 

258 

277 

362 

507 

563 

85  and  over 

92 

95 

140 

144 

155 

202 

233 

53 


Table  A-4,  Series  IV-continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1905 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

82,253 

100,527 

122,580 

150,829 

185,967 

227,951 

0 

2,102 

2,311 

2,188 

2,489 

3,235 

4,168 

5,202 

1-4 

6,857 

9,017 

8,537 

9.711 

12,622 

16,262 

20,297 

5-9 

7,580 

9,605 

12,154 

11,507 

13,090 

17,013 

21,920 

10-14 

6,175 

8,109 

10,264 

12,900 

12,297 

13,988 

18,181 

15-19 

3,005 

7,530 

9,886 

12,511 

15,828 

14,987 

17,046 

20-24 

4,718 

5,194 

10,244 

13,437 

16,995 

21,490 

20,350 

25-29 

5,035 

5,608 

6,268 

12,410 

16,307 

20,640 

26,115 

30-34 

6,317 

5,604 

6,330 

6,975 

13,810 

18,133 

22,950 

35-39 

6,184 

6,616 

5,868 

6,629 

7,306 

14,474 

19,008 

40-44 

4,598 

6,266 

6,704 

5,946 

6,717 

7,403 

14,666 

45-49 

3,660 

4,704 

6,411 

6,059 

6,084 

6,872 

7,574 

50-54 

2,752 

3,800 

4,885 

6,659 

7,125 

6,319 

7,139 

55-59 

2,256 

2,761 

3,813 

4,901 

6,681 

7,149 

6,340 

60-64 

1,326 

2,201 

2,694 

3,720 

4,782 

6,518 

6,975 

65-69 

978 

1,272 

2,111 

2,584 

3,569 

4,587 

6,253 

70-74 

623 

805 

1,046 

1,737 

2,126 

2,936 

3,774 

75-79 

305 

489 

632 

022 

1,364 

1,670 

2,306 

00-84 

95 

205 

328 

424 

552 

916 

1,122 

85  and  over 

54 

76 

164 

263 

339 

442 

733 

54 


TABLE  A- 5 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


TIV    API?  QVr 

AINU  L.ULUK 

Series  V 

i  you  - 

iyyu 

Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

local 

7/i n  ii  & 

79  7    1 0£ 

it.  i  f  iyo 

71  Q  f"l£Q 

i iy , uoy 

790  ^T7 

/zy , jj / 

7^7   A  O/i 

700  Q^Q 

/yy , yjy 

o jo , jyy 

0 

14,729 

14,426 

12,838 

14,797 

16,889 

13,735 

21,106 

1-4 

44,128 

56,319 

50,298 

57,731 

65,874 

73,057 

32,285 

5-9 

49,063 

50,526 

62,041 

57,323 

67,530 

78,633 

88,517 

10-14 

48,257 

49,799 

50,755 

62,303 

57,739 

68,093 

79,288 

15-19 

42,279 

59,040 

60,837 

61,097 

73,121 

67,114 

77,363 

20-24 

49,328 

40,064 

67,955 

69,035 

69,337 

31,655 

74,465 

25-29 

40,392 

40,164 

40,035 

60,078 

62,761 

64,474 

76,742 

30-34 

49,512 

39,293 

33,922 

34,872 

54,405 

58,353 

61,290 

35-39 

52,350 

41,913 

34,119 

30,293 

31,708 

50,639 

55,237 

40-44 

49,139 

45,900 

37,412 

30,024 

27,772 

29,379 

47,829 

45-49 

53,460 

43,943 

41,768 

34,433 

23,572 

26,004 

27,666 

50-54 

52,920 

47,635 

39,821 

38,457 

32,019 

26,708 

24,551 

55-59 

50,999 

47,445 

43,149 

36,424 

35,479 

29,683 

24,818 

60-64 

43,357 

44,646 

41,903 

38,467 

32,747 

32,104 

26,946 

65-69 

35,263 

35,993 

37,447 

35,431 

32,913 

28,236 

27,897 

70-74 

26,111 

27,401 

28,090 

29,361 

28,012 

26,206 

22,710 

75-79 

17,187 

18,312 

19,410 

20,007 

21,059 

20,264 

19,170 

00-34 

8,744 

10,157 

10,894 

11,655 

12,076 

12,800 

12,417 

85  and  over 

4,298 

5,404 

6,325 

6,339 

7,391 

7,722 

8,302 

55 


Table  A-5,  Series  V — continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

White  Males 

O  A  O     ~r  t  O 

292 , 778 

2o7,369 

244, 540 

227 , 938 

216,422 

209, 053 

205, 653 

0 

5,283 

4,940 

3,957 

4,090 

4,191 

4,195 

4,245 

1-4 

15,375 

19,215 

15,391 

15,909 

16,302 

16,317 

16,512 

5-9 

17,237 

15,641 

18,859 

15,557 

16,546 

17,431 

17,925 

10-14 

17,770 

17,153 

15,570 

18,778 

15,495 

16,435 

17,372 

15-19 

18,347 

24,379 

23,372 

21,293 

24,605 

20,637 

21,495 

20-24 

20,317 

19,939 

26,123 

24,991 

22,768 

26,076 

21,993 

25-29 

20,109 

13,132 

13,211 

18,534 

18,109 

16,704 

20,024 

30-34 

19,703 

15,194 

10,261 

10,612 

15,275 

15,335 

14,522 

35-39 

19,439 

15,225 

12,065 

8,364 

8,854 

13,048 

13,406 

40-44 

18,321 

15,359 

12,578 

10,077 

7,011 

7,555 

11,454 

45-49 

21,066 

15,461 

13,527 

10,024 

8,741 

6,096 

6,660 

50-54 

21,480 

17,101 

12,772 

11,323 

9,171 

7,491 

5,268 

55-59 

21,554 

13,184 

14,634 

10,939 

9,757 

7,945 

6,521 

60-64 

18,689 

17,665 

14,994 

12,136 

9,118 

3,180 

6,694 

65-69 

14,923 

14,331 

13,633 

11,690 

9,521 

7,197 

6,497 

70-74 

11,259 

10,700 

10,429 

9,962 

8,543 

6,984 

5,299 

75-79 

7,039 

7,257 

6,976 

6,775 

6,497 

5,594 

4,591 

80-04 

3,450 

3,024 

3,958 

3,819 

3,724 

3,585 

3,099 

05  and  over 

1,417 

1,959 

2,130 

2,265 

2,194 

2,143 

2,076 

56 


Table  A-5,  Series  V-- continued 


Age 

I960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

Uhite  Females 

311,750 

293,890 

274,664 

258,747 

245,650 

234.866 

227.043 

0 

5,178 

4,796 

3,843 

3,971 

4,069 

4,073 

4,121 

1-4 

14,908 

18,055 

15,109 

15,612 

15,997 

16,013 

16,202 

5-9 

17,140 

15,340 

18,625 

15,355 

16,311 

17,169 

17,643 

10-14 

17,676 

16,253 

14,627 

17,839 

14,780 

15,773 

16,691 

15-19 

16,543 

20,500 

18,682 

16,591 

19,939 

16,300 

17,149 

20-24 

20,217 

17,902 

22,089 

19,901 

17,548 

20,914 

16,979 

25-29 

18,303 

16,793 

15,033 

18,980 

17,427 

15,646 

19,003 

30-34 

18,124 

13,343 

12,692 

11,002 

15,366 

14,569 

13,497 

35-39 

20,901 

14,644 

11,038 

10,731 

10,198 

13,556 

13,123 

40-44 

21,739 

10,035 

12,819 

9,001 

9,660 

9,306 

12,533 

45-49 

24,219 

19,306 

16,229 

11,635 

8,971 

8,922 

8,671 

50-54 

24,359 

22,100 

17,797 

14,900 

10,808 

3,332 

3,336 

55-59 

23,482 

22,344 

20,363 

16,470 

13,932 

10,039 

7,853 

60-64 

20,875 

21,332 

20,374 

13,636 

15,128 

12,844 

9,334 

65-69 

17,736 

18,216 

18,700 

17,942 

16,486 

13,443 

11,464 

70-74 

13,272 

14,790 

15,233 

15,601 

15,037 

13,901 

11,366 

75-79 

9,304 

10,000 

11,184 

11,550 

11,923 

11,503 

10,623 

30-34 

5,029 

5,070 

6,340 

7,104 

7,357 

7,616 

7,368 

05  and  over 

2,735 

3,274 

3,337 

4,150 

4,663 

4,842 

5,027 

57 


Table  A-5,  Series  V--contlnued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1930 

1935 

1990 

Nora/hi  te 
Males 

70,360 

03,684 

98, 720 

118,089 

142, 119 

170,463 

203,638 

0 

2,166 

2,379 

2,532 

3,413 

4,378 

5,311 

6,464 

1-4 

6,988 

9,232 

10,020 

13,264 

16,989 

20,610 

25,034 

5-9 

7,898 

9,932 

12,496 

13,433 

17,624 

22,362 

26,872 

10-14 

6,636 

8,234 

10,366 

12,979 

13,839 

18,126 

22 , 385 

15-19 

3,579 

7,351 

9,071 

11,226 

13,906 

14,745 

19,040 

20-24 

4,076 

5,029 

9,769 

11,690 

14,031 

15,355 

17,376 

25-29 

4,940 

4,551 

5,588 

10,909 

12,888 

15,257 

18,061 

30-34 

5,368 

5,147 

4,707 

5,758 

11,227 

13,188 

15,520 

35-39 

5,826 

5,428 

5,181 

4,714 

5,758 

11,243 

13,165 

40-44 

4,481 

5,743 

5,331 

5,063 

4,538 

5,610 

11,019 

45-49 

4,515 

4,392 

5,631 

5,205 

4,932 

4,449 

5,435 

50-54 

4,329 

4,554 

4,403 

5,615 

5,158 

4,853 

4,355 

55-59 

3,707 

4,156 

4,360 

4,204 

5,347 

4,898 

4,609 

60-64 

2,467 

3,443 

3,853 

4,028 

3,869 

4,905 

4,476 

65-69 

1,626 

2,124 

2,965 

3,306 

3,449 

3,305 

4,132 

70-74 

957 

1,026 

1,375 

1,968 

2,243 

2,402 

2,356 

75-79 

539 

558 

614 

844 

1,237 

1,447 

1,583 

80-34 

170 

250 

265 

299 

421 

632 

757 

85  and  over 

92 

95 

143 

156 

130 

260 

399 

5o 
o 


Table  A-5,  Series  V--continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1900 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

82,253 

101,145 

124,763 

153,213 

185,577 

222,265 

0 

2,102 

2,311 

2,506 

3,318 

4,251 

5,156 

6,276 

1-4 

6,857 

9,017 

9,778 

12,946 

16,506 

20,117 

24,487 

5-9 

7,588 

9,605 

12,061 

12,973 

17,049 

21,671 

26,077 

10-14 

6,175 

0,109 

10,192 

12,707 

13,575 

17,704 

22,340 

15-19 

3,005 

7,530 

9,712 

11,907 

14,671 

15,332 

19,679 

20-24 

4,718 

5,194 

9,974 

12,503 

14,990 

17,810 

13,117 

25-29 

5,035 

5,680 

6,153 

11,647 

14,337 

16,367 

19,654 

30-34 

6,317 

5,604 

6,262 

6,700 

12,537 

15,261 

17,751 

35-39 

6,184 

6,616 

5,335 

6,484 

6,098 

12,342 

15,543 

40-44 

4,598 

6,266 

6,684 

5,070 

6,513 

6,903 

12,823 

45-49 

3,660 

4,704 

6,381 

6,774 

5,928 

6,537 

6,900 

50-54 

2,752 

3,800 

4,849 

6,531 

6,832 

5,977 

6,542 

55-59 

2,256 

2,761 

3,792 

4,011 

6,443 

6,751 

5,830 

60-64 

1,326 

2,201 

2,682 

3,667 

4,632 

6,175 

6,442 

65-69 

978 

1,272 

2,099 

2,543 

3,457 

4,341 

5,754 

70-74 

623 

005 

1,053 

1,750 

2,134 

2,919 

3,639 

75-79 

305 

489 

636 

830 

1,402 

1,720 

2,368 

30-84 

95 

205 

331 

433 

574 

967 

1,193 

85  and  over 

54 

76 

165 

268 

354 

472 

800 

59 


TABLE  A- 6 


PROJECTIONS  OF  THE  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960-1990 

Series  VI 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Total 

740,316 

727,196 

711,274 

703,712 

710,050 

728,506 

755,572 

0 

14,729 

14,426 

11,298 

10, 93  5 

12,271 

13,793 

15,013 

1-4 

44,128 

56,319 

44,093 

42,860 

47,865 

53,791 

58,537 

5-9 

49,863 

50,526 

62,041 

50,186 

50,012 

56,971 

64,961 

10-14 

48,257 

49,799 

50,755 

62,303 

50,530 

50,403 

57,411 

15-19 

42,279 

59,348 

60,837 

61,097 

73,121 

59,221 

58,277 

20-24 

49,328 

48,064 

67,955 

69,085 

69,337 

81,655 

65,793 

25-29 

48,392 

40,164 

40,035 

60,078 

62,761 

64,474 

76,742 

30-34 

49,512 

39,293 

33,922 

34,872 

54,405 

58,353 

61,290 

35-39 

52,350 

41,913 

34,119 

30,293 

31,708 

50,689 

55,237 

40-44 

49,139 

45,908 

37,412 

30,824 

27,772 

29,379 

47,329 

45-49 

53,460 

43,943 

41,768 

34,433 

28,572 

26,004 

27,666 

50-54 

52,920 

47,635 

39,321 

38,457 

32,019 

26,708 

24,551 

55-59 

50,999 

47,445 

43,149 

36,424 

35,479 

29,683 

24,818 

60-64 

43,357 

44,646 

41,903 

38,467 

32,747 

32,104 

26,946 

65-69 

35,263 

35,993 

37,447 

35,481 

32,913 

28,286 

27,897 

70-74 

26,111 

27,401 

28,090 

29,361 

28,012 

26,206 

22,710 

75-79 

17,187 

18,312 

19,410 

20,007 

21,059 

20,264 

19,170 

30-84 

8,744 

10,157 

10,894 

11,655 

12,076 

12,800 

12,417 

35  and  over 

4,298 

5,404 

6,325 

6,839 

7,391 

7,722 

3,302 

60 


Table  A-6,  Series  VI--continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

1990 

White  Males 

292,773 

267,369 

242,296 

221,263 

205,431 

193,941 

135,729 

0 

5,283 

4,940 

3,498 

3,094 

3,135 

3,227 

3,209 

1-4 

15,375 

19,215 

13,606 

12,035 

12,194 

12,552 

12,482 

5-9 

17,237 

15,641 

13,859 

13,752 

12,517 

13,039 

13,789 

10-14 

17,770 

17,153 

15,570 

18,773 

13,697 

12,471 

12,995 

15-19 

18,347 

24,379 

23,372 

21,293 

24,605 

18,714 

17,159 

20-24 

20,317 

19,939 

26,123 

24,991 

22,768 

26,076 

19,904 

25-29 

20,109 

13,132 

13,211 

10,534 

18,109 

16,704 

20,024 

30-34 

19,703 

15,194 

10,261 

10,612 

15,275 

15,335 

14,522 

35-39 

19,439 

15,225 

12,065 

3,364 

8,854 

13,048 

13,406 

40-44 

18,321 

15,359 

12,578 

10,077 

7,011 

7,555 

11,454 

45-49 

21,066 

15,461 

13,527 

10,324 

3,741 

6,096 

6,660 

50-54 

21,480 

17,131 

12,772 

11,323 

9,171 

7,491 

5,260 

55-59 

21,554 

13,134 

14,634 

10,939 

9,757 

7,945 

6,521 

60-64 

18,689 

17,665 

14,994 

12,136 

9,118 

8,180 

6,694 

65-69 

14,923 

14,381 

13,683 

11,690 

9,521 

7,197 

6,497 

70-74 

11,259 

10,730 

10,429 

9,962 

3,543 

6,984 

5,299 

75-79 

7,039 

7,257 

6,976 

6,775 

6,497 

5,594 

4,591 

30-34 

3,450 

3,824 

3,958 

3,319 

3,724 

3,585 

3,099 

85  and  over 

1,417 

1,959 

2,180 

2,265 

2,194 

2,148 

2,076 

61 


Table  A-6,  Series  VI --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

White  Females 

311,750 

293,890 

272,454 

252,133 

234,896 

220,167 

207,685 

0 

5,178 

4,795 

3,395 

3,003 

3,044 

3,133 

3,116 

1-4 

14,903 

13,355 

13,347 

11,806 

11,967 

12,317 

12,251 

5-9 

17,140 

15,343 

18,625 

13,565 

12,335 

12,844 

13,571 

10-14 

17,676 

16,253 

14,627 

17,339 

13,057 

11,932 

12,436 

15-19 

16,548 

20,538 

18,682 

16,591 

19,939 

14,408 

12,936 

20-24 

20,217 

17,902 

22,089 

19,901 

17,548 

20,914 

15,017 

25-29 

18,308 

16,793 

15,083 

13,988 

17,427 

15,646 

19,003 

30-34 

18,124 

13,343 

12,692 

11,802 

15,366 

14,569 

13,497 

35-39 

20,901 

14,644 

11,033 

10,731 

10,198 

13,556 

13,123 

40-44 

21,739 

18,035 

12,819 

9,301 

9,660 

9,306 

12,533 

45-49 

24,219 

19,335 

16,229 

11,635 

8,971 

8,922 

8,671 

50-54 

24,359 

22,100 

17,797 

14,933 

10,803 

8,382 

8,336 

55-59 

23,432 

22,344 

20,363 

16,470 

13,932 

10,089 

7,858 

GO -64 

20,875 

21,332 

20,374 

18,636 

15,128 

12,844 

9,334 

65-69 

17,736 

18,216 

18,700 

17,942 

16,436 

13,443 

11,464 

70-74 

13,272 

14,790 

15,233 

15,681 

15,087 

13,901 

11,366 

75-79 

9,304 

10,003 

11,184 

11,550 

11,923 

11,503 

10,628 

80-34 

5,029 

5,373 

6,340 

7,104 

7,357 

7,616 

7,368 

85  and  over 

2,735 

3,274 

3,337 

4,150 

4,663 

4,842 

5,027 

62 


I 


Table  A-6,  Series  VI --continued 


Age 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1905 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Males 

/U ,  JoU 

O  J  ,  U.Of 

Q7  A9 A 

ill  7(V, 
111,/ 

i on  i oo 

1  71     SI  7 
1/1,01/ 

0 

2,166 

2,379 

2,235 

2,480 

3,091 

3,771 

4,408 

1-4 

6,988 

9,232 

8,673 

9,624 

11,995 

14,634 

17,105 

5-9 

7,898 

9,932 

12,496 

11,631 

12,787 

15,789 

19,080 

10-14 

6,636 

8,284 

10,366 

12,979 

12,021 

13,151 

16,158 

15-19 

3,579 

7,351 

9,071 

11,226 

13,906 

12,778 

13,847 

20-24 

4,076 

5,029 

9,769 

11,690 

14,031 

16,355 

15,102 

25-29 

4,940 

4,551 

5,588 

10,909 

12,838 

15,257 

18,061 

30-34 

5,368 

5,147 

4,707 

5,750 

11,227 

13,180 

15,520 

35-39 

5,326 

5,420 

5,181 

4,714 

5,758 

11,243 

13,165 

40-44 

4,481 

5,740 

5,331 

5,060 

4,538 

5,610 

11,019 

45-49 

4,515 

4,392 

5,631 

5,205 

4,932 

4,449 

5,435 

50-54 

4,329 

4,554 

4,403 

5,615 

5,153 

4,853 

4,355 

55-59 

3,707 

4,156 

4,360 

4,204 

5,347 

4,898 

4,609 

60-64 

2,467 

3,443 

3,353 

4,020 

3,869 

4,905 

4,476 

65-69 

1,626 

2,124 

2,965 

3,306 

3,449 

3,305 

4,182 

70-74 

957 

1,026 

1,375 

1,968 

2,248 

2,402 

2,356 

75-79 

539 

550 

614 

844 

1,237 

1,447 

1,533 

GO -84 

170 

250 

265 

299 

421 

632 

757 

85  and  over 

92 

95 

143 

156 

180 

260 

399 

63 
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Table  A-6,  Series  VI--continued 


A  rr  p 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 

1990 

Nonwhite 
Females 

65,428 

02,253 

99,490 

118,562 

140,590 

164,966 

190,541 

0 

2,102 

2,311 

2,170 

2,408 

3,001 

3,662 

4,230 

1-4 

6,857 

9,017 

0,467 

9,395 

11,709 

14,288 

16,699 

5-9 

7,533 

9,605 

12,061 

11,238 

12,373 

15,299 

18,521 

10-14 

6,175 

0,109 

10,192 

12,707 

11,755 

12,849 

15,772 

15-19 

3,805 

7,530 

9,712 

11,907 

14,671 

13,321 

14,235 

20-24 

4,718 

5,194 

9,974 

12,503 

14,990 

17,810 

15,695 

25-29 

5,035 

5,600 

6,153 

11,647 

14,337 

16,867 

19,654 

30-34 

6,317 

5,604 

6,262 

6,700 

12,537 

15,261 

17,751 

35-39 

6,184 

6,616 

5,335 

6,484 

6,893 

12,842 

15,543 

40-44 

4,598 

6,266 

6,684 

5,878 

6,513 

6,903 

12,823 

45-49 

3,660 

4,704 

6,381 

6,774 

5,928 

6,537 

6,900 

50-54 

2,752 

3,800 

4,849 

6,531 

6,882 

5,977 

6,542 

55-59 

2,256 

2,761 

3,792 

4,811 

6,443 

6,751 

5,830 

60-64 

1,326 

2,201 

2,682 

3,667 

4,632 

6,175 

6,442 

65-69 

978 

1,272 

2,099 

2,543 

3,457 

4,341 

5,754 

70-74 

623 

305 

1,053 

1,750 

2,134 

2,919 

3,689 

75-79 

305 

409 

636 

033 

1,402 

1,720 

2,360 

00-04 

95 

205 

331 

433 

574 

967 

1,193 

85  and  over 

54 

76 

165 

260 

354 

472 

300 
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APPENDIX  B 
METHODOLOGY  AND  TECHNICAL  TABLES 


METHODOLOGY 


It  has  been  assumed  that  the  number  of  armed  forces  personnel  stationed  in 
San  Francisco  will  remain  constant  throughout  the  projection  period;  although 
there  may  be  some  increase  as  a  result  of  the  current  war,  we  are  not  able  to 
project  either  the  magnitude  of  such  an  increase  or  the  amount  of  time  over 
which  it  would  occur. 

The  1959-1961  age-specific  life  table  survival  rates  for  San  Francisco,  as 
derived  from  abridged  life  tables  for  the  city,  were  used  for  the  entire  pro- 
jection period.    These  survival  rates  indicate  the  probability  of  a  class 
of  persons  of  a  particular  age  group  living  for  another  five  years. 

Two  sets  of  future  fertility  rates  for  San  Francisco  were  generated  for 

these  projections.    They  are  based  upon  two  of  the  national  fertility  series, 

B  and  D,  and  maintain  the  1960  relationship  between  the  local  and  national 

fertility  rates.    Set  B,  used  in  Series  I,  III,  and  V,  assumes  that  fertility 

rates  (number  of  births  per  1,000  women  aged  15  to  44  in  a  given  year)  will 

decline  only  slightly  from  the  high  level  maintained  during  the  1950  decade. 

Set  D,  used  in  Population  Series  II,  IV,  and  VI,  assumed  that  fertility  rates 

will  decline  gradually  until  reaching  the  lowest  level  experienced  during  the 

3 

last  fifty  years  (excluding  the  depression) . 

In  order  to  indicate  the  effect  that  migration  has  on  population  size,  two 
series  (I  and  II)  have  been  projected  assuming  no  net  migration.    Net  migration 


Census  Bureau,  Current  Population  Reports,  Series  P-25,  No.  286,  "Projections 
of  the  Population  of  the  Unites  States,  by  Age  and  Sex:  1964  to  1985," 
July  1964,  pp.  15  and  16. 
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refers  to  the  population  change  resulting  from  the  movement  of  people  into  and 
out  of  an  area.    Series  III  and  IV  assume  that  the  1950  to  1960  net  migration 
rates  for  San  Francisco  will  continue  throughout  the  projection  period.  Series 
V  and  VI  utilize  the  same  I960  rates  as  derived  for  Series  III  and  IV,  but 
assume  that  net  migration  rates  will  gradually  decline  to  zero  after  fifty 
years.    The  net  migration  rates  projected  for  nonwhites  of  all  ages  and  for 
whites  aged  15  to  24  assume  a  continuation  of  the  present  in-migration  trend, 
while  the  net  migration  rates  projected  for  the  rest  of  the  white  population 
assume  a  continuation  of  the  present  out-migration  trend. 
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TABLE  B-l 


SURVIVAL  RATES  FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960 


1960      Survival  Rates 


tart  of 
ie  period 

White 
Males 

White 
Females 

Nonwhite 
Mates-- 

Nonwhite 
Females 

0 

.972422 

.982876 

.970145 

.975420 

1  -  4 

.996182 

.995278 

. 993600 

.995874 

5-  9 

.998024 

.995936 

.997731 

.993056 

10-14 

.996249 

.998776 

.998277 

. 9994o0 

15-19 

.995721 

.997178 

.992937 

.994933 

20-24 

.992324 

.994733 

.989062 

.994951 

25-29 

.992406 

.997170 

.986277 

.992796 

30-34 

.985606 

.991869 

.982368 

.989524 

35-39 

.975661 

.985188 

.974207 

.983558 

40-44 

.961439 

.977226 

.963264 

.974811 

45-49 

.938366 

.968649 

.950670 

.963021 

50-54 

.908437 

.958285 

.934697 

.947917 

55-59 

.875881 

.942887 

.898241 

.933088 

60-64 

.821887 

.912637 

.843632 

.904170 

65-69 

.750903 

.856846 

.794694 

.877239 

70-74 

.669530 

.774621 

.734614 

.837472 

75-79 

.564275 

.649105 

.583291 

.716193 

80-84 

.590201 

.668982 

. 703984 

.853655 

The  1960 

survival  rates  are 

the  same  as  those  used 

for  the  entire 

projection 

period . 
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TABLE  B-2 

ACTUAL  AND  PROJECTED  FERTILITY  RATES 
FOR  SAN  FRANCISCO  BY  COLOR:  1960-1985 


(Fertility  Rates  refer  to  the  number  of  children 
born  per  1,000  females  aged  15-44.) 


Year  and  Set 


White 


Nonwhite 


1960 


90.0 


139.2 


Set  B 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 


80.9 
89.9 
93.3 
92.1 
92.1 


125.1 
135.2 
133.1 
135.2 
135.2 


Set  D 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1985 


71.5 
68.0 
69.8 
71.6 
71.6 


108.3 
98.1 
97.5 
97.3 
97.3 
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TABLE  B-3 


PROJECTED  NET  MIGRATION  RATES 
BY  AGE,  SEX,  AND  COLOR:  1960-1985 


Migration  Rate 

Age  at 
Beginning 


£  Period 

1960 

1965 

1970 

1975 

1980 

1935 

Whit 

e  Mai 

lit 

e  s 

(J  -  4 

-  .  Z  J  J  J 

-  .  Zl  J.o 

- . loo J 

-  .1648 

- .  1413 

1  1  "70 
- . ll/O 

5-  9 

-.0029 

-.0026 

-.0023 

-.0020 

-.0017 

-.0014 

10-14 

.1689 

.1520 

.1351 

.1182 

.1013 

.0844 

15-19 

.0451 

.0406 

.0361 

.0316 

.0271 

.0226 

20-24 

-.2398 

-.2158 

-.1918 

-.1673 

-.1438 

-.1198 

25-29 

-.2460 

-.2214 

-.1963 

-.1722 

-.1476 

-.1230 

30-34 

-.2203 

-.1983 

-.1763 

-.1543 

-.1323 

-.1103 

35-39 

-.1509 

-.1353 

-.1207 

-.1056 

-.0905 

-.0754 

40-44 

-.1130 

-.1017 

-.0904 

-.0791 

-.0678 

-.0565 

45-49 

-.1274 

-.1147 

-.1020 

-.0893 

-.0766 

-.0639 

50-54 

-.0653 

-.0583 

-.0523 

-.0453 

-.0393 

-.0323 

55-59 

-.0617 

-.0555 

-.0493 

-.0431 

-.0369 

-.0307 

60-64 

-.0628 

-.0565 

-.0502 

-.0439 

-.0376 

-.0313 

65+ 

-.0375 

-.0337 

-.0299 

-.0261 

-.0223 

-.0185 

White 

F  e  m  a 

1  e  s 

0-4 

-.2289 

-.2060 

-.1331 

-.1602 

-.1373 

-.1144 

5  9 

-.0479 

-.0431 

-.0383 

-.0335 

-.0287 

-.0239 

10-14 

.1562 

.1406 

.1250 

.1094 

.0938 

.0782 

15-19 

.0806 

.0725 

.0644 

.0563 

.0482 

.0401 

20-24 

-.1661 

-.1495 

-.1329 

-.1163 

-.0997 

-.0831 

25-29 

-.2689 

-.2420 

-.2151 

-.1832 

-.1613 

-.1344 

30-34 

-.1867 

-.1630 

-.1493 

-.1306 

-.1119 

-.0932 

35-39 

-.1248 

-.1123 

-.0998 

-.0873 

-.0748 

-.0623 

40-44 

-.0862 

-.0776 

-.0690 

-.0604 

-.0518 

-.0432 

45-49 

-.0576 

-.0513 

-.0460 

-.0402 

-.0344 

-.0286 

50-54 

-.0426 

-.0383 

-.0340 

-.0297 

-.0254 

-.0211 

55-59 

-.0363 

-.0327 

-.0291 

-.0255 

-.0219 

-.0183 

60-64 

-.0437 

-.0393 

-.0349 

-.0305 

-.0261 

-.0217 

65-:- 

-.0268 

-.0241 

-.0214 

-.0187 

-.0160 

-.0133 

*  Source:    Adapted  from  Ann  Ratner  Miller,  Net  Intercensal  Migration  to  Large  Urban 
Areas  of  the  United  States  1930-1940,  1940-1950,  1950-1960,  p.  121. 


70 


Table  B-3- -continued 


M  i 


Age  at 
Beginning 
of  Period 


0-  4 
5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65+ 


ration 


Rat 


0  -4 
5  -9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-54 
55-59 
60-64 
65+ 


1960  1955  1970  1975 

Non  white      Mai  e  s 


.0998 

.0898 

.0512 

.0461 

.0916 

.0824 

.3284 

.2956 

.1920 

.1728 

.0631 

.0419 

.0377 

.0315 

.0283 

.0277 

.0249 

.0633 

.0570 

.0278 

.0250 

.0385 

.0347 

.0244 

.0220 

-.2061 

-.1855 

N  o  n  w  h 

.0828 

.0745 

.0761 

.0685 

.2129 

.1916 

.3621 

.3259 

.2241 

.2017 

.1196 

.1076 

.0599 

.0539 

.0302 

.0272 

.0496 

.0446 

.0793 

.0714 

.0585 

.0526 

.0456 

.0410 

.0610 

.0549 

.0622 

-.0560 

.0798 

.0410 

.0732 

.2628 

.1536 

.0561 

.0335 

.0251 

.0221 

.0507 

.0222 

.0309 

.0196 

.1649 


.0698 
.0359 
.0640 
.2300 
.1344 
.0491 
.0293 
.0219 
.0193 
.0444 
.0194 
.0271 
.0172 
-.1443 


F  e  m  a  1 


e  s 


.0662 

.0609 

.1703 

.2897 

.1793 

.0956 

.0479 

.0242 

.0396 

.0635 

.0467 

.0364 

.0483 

.0498 


.0579 
.0533 
.1490 
.2535 
.1569 
.0336 
.0419 
.0212 
.0346 
.0556 
.0408 
.0313 
.0427 
-.0436 


1980 


.0598 

.0308 

.0548 

.1972 

.1152 

.0421 

.0251 

.0187 

.0165 

.0381 

.0166 

.0233 

.0148 

>1237 


1935 


.0493 

.0257 

.0456 

.1644 

.0960 

.0351 

.0209 

.0155 

.0137 

.0318 

.0156 

.0195 

.0124 

.1031 


.0496 

.0413 

.0457 

.0381 

.1277 

.1064 

.2173 

.1811 

.1345 

.1121 

.0716 

.0596 

.0359 

.0299 

.0182 

.0152 

.0296 

.0246 

.0477 

.0398 

.0349 

.0290 

.0272 

.0226 

.0366 

.0305 

.0374 

-.0312 
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TABLE  B-4 

ARMED  SERVICES  PERSONNEL  STATIONED 
IN  SAN  FRANCISCO:  1960* 


Age 

White  Females 

White  Males 

Nonwhite  Females 

Nonwhite 

Total 

540 

13,035 

91 

1,480 

0 

o 

70 

->  j  <j  o  u 

Q 

y 

1  20 

A  682 

52 

467 

9  S-2Q 

O  JL 

1  ^IR 

j 

296 

1    1  4.R 

246 

JJ"J7 

Q66 
you 

A 
"r 

IRS 

An    A  A 

£  c 
Dj 

A 

7Q 

A  ^  AO 

A 
*t 

j*+ 

Oft 

loo 

fl 
U 

2A 

55-59 

14 

103 

0 

20 

60-64 

8 

36 

0 

9 

65-69 

4 

13 

0 

0 

70-74 

4 

4 

0 

0 

75-79 

6 

4 

0 

0 

30-84 

4 

3 

0 

0 

85+ 

2 

1 

0 

0 

*  Source : 

Based  on  data 

from  U.  S .  Census 

of  Population:  I960, 

Detailed 

Characteristics,  California,  Table  119,  pp.  6-653.    Includes  adjustments 


of  age  groupings  to  conform  to  those  used  in  these  series. 
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TABLE  B-5 

CIVILIAN  POPULATION  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO:  1960* 
Age  White  Females         White  Males         Nonwhite  Females         Nonwhite  Males 


Total 

311,310 

279,742 

65,335 

63,380 

0 

C     1  TO 

5,1/0 

r    o  Q  O 

O   i  no 

1 ,  lob 

1-4 

14 , 908 

1   C  QIC 

15, 375 

C  OCT 

6 , 357 

o ,  ydo 

5-9 

7   "7      1  /  f\ 

17 , 140 

17,237 

*7  COO 

7 , 538 

7,oyo 

10-14 

17, 676 

7   "7       "7  -T  /*\ 

17, 770 

f     1  T  C 

6,175 

6, 636 

15-19 

16,478 

7  /           /*  7 

14, 661 

3,794 

3,459 

20-24 

20, 171 

15, 635 

4, 666 

j,  buy 

25-29 

18,247 

7  /"»       "7  "7  7 

13, 771 

5,030 

4,o44 

30-34 

*  O  ATA 

13,079 

13, 555 

6,  JU4 

35-39 

20,841 

lo  ,473 

6 ,  loO 

40-44 

21 , 674 

1/ , 766 

/■  CO/, 

a  An*? 

45-49 

r\  /  TOO 

24 , 188 

OA    1  c  c 

20, 756 

A   AA 1 

50-54 

24,339 

21 ,294 

o   i  co 
2 , 752 

55-59 

23,468 

21,451 

2,256 

3,687 

60-64 

20,867 

13,653 

1,326 

2,453 

65-69 

17,732 

14,910 

978 

1,626 

70-74 

13,268 

11,255 

623 

957 

75-79 

9,298 

7,035 

305 

539 

80-84 

5,025 

3,447 

95 

170 

85+ 

2,733 

1,416 

54 

92 

*  Source:    Adapted  from  U.S.  Census  of  Populatipn:  1960,  Detailed  Characteristics, 
California,  Table  96,  pp.  6-479  and  Table  119,  pp.  6-658. 
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